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ATTEMPT, &c. 

SECT I. ■ :,j_ 

'^n "Examination of the PaJJ^ages in'ihe Ol^efiamenh 
in which the fVerds- Deviis /md ^tan occur, 
andwbat isTdaledef him, 

THE firft text in wMch die fonner wor4'a3 
mentioned is, Liv. iviT. 7. And they iHall 
no more offer their facrifices Mnto Devils, after 
whom they have gone a whoring. — That by De- 
tils is meant, the idols or objefts of idolatry only, 
is plain, from Deut. xxxii. 16, 17. They (the 
Ifraelites) provoked God to jealoufy with their 
ftrange gods ; they facrificed unto Devils,* not to 
God J to gods whom they knew not ; to new gods 
that came newly up, whom your fathers feared not. 

Of Jeroboam, it la r^WSSTir 2 Chron. xi. 15. 
That he ordained him priefts for the high places, 
and for the Devils, and for the calves which he 
had made. — They lacrificed to the calves, i Kings, 
xii. 31,32. He made other gods and molten 
images to.provoke God to anger, sciv. o. 

In Plal. cvi. 35. 38, it is related of the people of 
Ifrael, when they were mingled with die Heathen, 

• Dr. T»ylor, in h\» Hebrew Concordance, faitb, " It 
fignifieg hairy, or a goat, (b called from its fhaggy hair. 
The deiiica worlhipped, in E|)>pt, fach as oxen, dogs, wolrei, 
Bionkeyi, go^ta." It may juft-be obferved, that the vord 
' Devil doth 1I9I once occnr in the Old TcftameQi. 
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^ftd ^Iwirhccl thfcir ivoi^ks. That they fcrvcd their 
idols, which was a fnare unto them ; yea, they fa- 
crificed their fons and their Oaughters unto Devils, 
i. e. to the idols of Canaan. Of the Heathen, the 
Apoftle faith, The tilings which the Gentiles facri- 
fice, they facfifice* to Devils ; and I would not that^ 
ye fhould have fellowlhip with Devils, i Cor. x. 
20. viii. 7. 10. Deut. xii. 30, 31. Rev. ix. 20. 

The firft text in which the word Satan occurs, in 
our tranflation, is, 1 Chron. xxi. i. And Satan 
flood up againft Ifrael, and provoked (or moved 
Da^^d, «s the fame i)riginal word is rendered in the 
next verfe) tt* iftittibcr IfraieLj or, as it Is wdrd«d, 
2 Sam. xxiv. i* Again the anger of'the l^ord -w^s 
kindled againft. Ifrael, and he moved David againft 
them to lay. Go, number Ifrael and Judah.* 

Whenever the people were nutnbered, from twen- 
ty years old and upwards, each one, whether ricK 
or poor, is commanded to pay half a Ihekel, Exod, 
Xxx. 1 1, &c. This was to' be applied to the fcr- 
y ice of the tabernacle of the congregation, that it 
may be a memorial unto the children of Ifrael be- 
fore the Lord, to make an atonement for their 
fouls. But there is not even the leaft hint in either 
of the fore-cited chapters, that David intended, or 
gave any order to Joab to colleft the half Ihekel of 
the people that were numbered. And it is plain, 
that Joab, his chief General, looked upon the 
King's command as abominable 5 and faid to him 

* Mr. Farmer obfervesj in his Anfwer ta Dr. Worthiogton, 
p. 539 That the authors of the Septuaghot did flot imagine 
there was any i^cf^rence.to'Satan in 1 Chroo. xxi. i». which 
they render nai avsgyi iia^o>.og (not Diabolos ev r<o igpae\, and 
Ibere ar6fe an emmy 'in Ifrael. Eveii in ttference to a good 
angel, the Uebrewtirord is tranilated S^a^oAm, by the Septaa* 
gtnt» Numb.:xxii. 32/Which tfaerefcrre mud denote oppdiltioa 
fiithoiit malice. In reference en tlie fame angd« theSeptua* 
piatufes the verb from^ which '^tfit^c^o; is derived. 

Why, 
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• 

Why doth my Lord require this thing ? Why will 
he be a caufe; of trefspafi to Ifrael ? And when he 
and the inferior ofE(@:s had executed the King's 
command, at lead in part, and returned to him witli 
the lift of the men, it appears plain he very foon 
recollefted he had trefpafled by not obferving the 
command of God, in Exodus, i Chron. xxi. 8. 
In his confefllon, mentioned in this chapter, it doth, 
not in the leaft appear, he perceived in hinifcif that 
he was tempted by Satan to commit the fin, or that 
he was moved to it by God ; and indeed, as God 
charged him with the fin, or tranfgrefllon, we can- 
not fuffer ourfelves to admit he was either the Ible - 
or partial caufe of it.* From David's' oppofing 
Joab's judgment and remonftr^nce againft number-? 
ing the people, it is evident he wa3 determined upon 
it from whatever caufe it arofe. 

Farther, it appears from Samuel, juft cited, that 
previous to this, Ifiarel, or the people had finned, 
and it provoked God ; for, it is faid. Again the an* 
ger of the Lord- was kindled againft Ifrael. What 
their former fin was, is iK>t mentioned j but for daat, 
as well as for their prefent trajnfgreflion, God pu- 
nifhed the people ; as is related, 2 Sam. xxiv. 1 1, 
&t. David again confefled, that as he alone had 
finned, he . and and his family only deferved to be 
punifticd. 

• Thoogh the original word trandated *' moved,*' doth in 
mod texts where it occars, properly fignify flirred op» per- 
fuadedi or enticed by theinflaence which one perfon hath over 
or upon another, to engage him to ^tl conformable thereto, 
as appears in thefe texts, Deut. xlii. 6» 7. Jofliua xv. i8. 
1 Kings xxi. 29.' 2 Chron. xviii. 2. yet it cannot well be 3d. 
snitted in the cafe under confideration, for as the Apofile 
James faith. As God cannot be tempted with evi), neither 
tempted he any man« i.e. by any real inflaencc on his mind 
to excite him to do th^t which is eviU 

B 2 Finally:, 
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Finally, I obferve, that in the facred writings 
extant, prior to the writing the book of Chroni- 
cles, there is not the leaft^ention of any angel 
being call out of Heaven ofciccount of his having 
finned againft God, as the common opinion of fuch 
an apoftate Ipirit ; and therefore the writer of it, 
by the word Satan, could not intend fuch a being. 
Indeed, had any of thofe writers made mention of 
fuch a being, and that he had tempted or provoked 
any of the people to fin by his fecrct wiles or fug- 
gefl:ions, there would then be fome plaufiblc ground 
to fuppofe that Satan provoked David to number 
the people : but it is certain they have not, even 
in a fingle inftance. The Satan, or adverlary, that 
excited him to undertake it, probably was his 
pride, or fqme other inordinate or criminal defire 5 
or perhaps, the fear of a formidable enemy. One 
or other of thefe, it is probable, led him to over* 
rule th6 better judgment and expoftulation of Joab, 
who was entirely againft it. That it. was his aft only, 
is plain, from his own words, i Chron. xxi. 8.17. 

The next text where the word Satan occurs, is in 
Job. i. 8. and ii. i. 2. That a fallen angel, or a wicked 
apoftate Ipirit is not meant, appears to me, at leaft 
highly probable, from the following confide rations : 
One is, it is very incredible that the Lord fliould 
hold the converlation there related, with fuch a 
being, and alfo that he fliould give him leave to 
afflift his pious fervant with the fore diforder of the 
boils merely to gratify the groundlefs and invidious 
infinuation or charge of fuch a wicked fpirit ; that 
his ferving God' was not from a pious and good 
principle, but becaufe he had blefled him with an 
abundance ; but, that if he endangered his life, he 
would rebel againft him. In either view of this 
relation, it certainly is without any precedent in 
all the Bible -, and, I own., I cannot reconcile the 

latter 
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latter part with the many declarations In thofe very 
writings in which is exprefled God's regard to thofe 
that ferve him, in lUce manner as is related of 
Job's piety to God;^is paternal regard for his 
children's religious welfare and happinefi ; and his 
afts of beneficence manifefted to the neceflitous, 
related in chap. xxix. 

That neither Job, nor his wife believed the boils 
were inflifted by Satan, as a wicked fpirit, but by 
the hand of God, is plain, from chap. ii. 9, 10. and 
from chap. i. a i . it is equally plain he believed th^t . 
his other affliftions came upon Ijim from God ; and 
from the ipeeches of his friends, it is alike evident 
that they underftood all his affliftions came upon 
him by the appointment of God; and after the 
Lord had blefled him with a double portion of 
goods, as chap. xlii. 10, 11. it is faid. Then came 
there unto him, all his brethren and all his fifters, 
and all they that had been of his acquaintance be- 
fore, and they bemoaned over hini all the evils that 
the Lord had brought upon him 5 and, according to 
the cuftom of that time, and what is fimilar with it 
at prefent in the Eaftern countries, every man alio 
gave him a piece of monej'', and, every one an ear- 
ring of gold. 

Laftly, I obferve in all that is related of Satan, 
refpeding Job, there is not the lead intimation of 
his infufing into his mind evil thoughts, or ex- 
citing in him any inordinate defires, by which he 
tempted him to fin againft the Lord, either prior 
to, or after he was afflidted with the boils. 

The next ttxt in which the word • Satan is men- 
tioned is, Zach. iii. 1,^ &c. The firft fix chapters 
appear to contain a revelation by a vifion made to 
the prophet concerning the Ifraelites, upon their 
return from the Babylonian c? privity, and their 
building the Teipple ; and the principal perfons 
that are mentioned ar^ Jolhua aid Zerubbabel. 

This 
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This ajppears highly probable by confulting the 
time when the prophet lived and prophefied, and 
comparing what he fays in rK^ context^ we are con- 
fide ring with what is related, Ezra v. Then the 
prophets Haggai, and Zachariah the fon of Iddo^ 
prophefied unto the Jews that were in Judea and 
Jerufalem, in the name of the God of Ifrael^ even 
unto them. Then rofe up Zerubbabel the fon of 
Shealtiel, and Jefliua the fon of Jofzadak, and be*- 
gan to build the houfe of God which is at Jerufa- 
lem, and widi them were the prophets of God 
helping them : i. e. by their prophefying. Their 
adverfaries are thus defcribed : At that time came 
to them Tatnai, Governor on this fide the river; 
and Shether-boznai, and their companions, and faid 
thus to them : Who hath commanded you to build 
the houfe and make the walls ? Then faid we unto 
them, after this manner ; What are the names of 
the men that make this building ? In fhort, they 
would have made them defift from . building, and 
wrote to Darius for that purpofe ; but it ftands re- 
corded thus : The eyes of the Lord were upon the 
elders of the Jews, fo that they, (their adverlaries, 
^ or Satan) could not caufe them to ceafe till the af- 

» fair came before Darius, who made a decree, that 

they fhould not only fuffer the building to go on, 
but alfo aflift the builders with fuch things as might 
be needful. 

Another text in which the word Satan occurs, is, 

Pfal. cix. 6. Set thou a wicked man over him, (i. e. 

mine enemy) and let Satan (land at his right hand.* 

It is exceeding plain that in the context David is 

^ Ipeaking of men who were his enemies, he faith, 

* On this verfe Dr. Patrick comments/ Let the worft maa 
that can be found be appointed to bear his caufe when he is ac- 
cttfed, and bis noft malicious adverfary plead againft him. 

For 
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For my love> they are iny adverfarieS* But the 
Hebrew word rendered adverfaries, and alfo in the 
verfes 20, 29, is theU^e as in verfe 6, tranflated 
Satan.* Had the word in the former verfes been 
tranflated as in the latter, it would be. They are 
my Satans. But, I judge, there is no difccrning 
man who can believe that the perfons he had men- 
tioned as the wicked, who encompafled him about 
with words of hatred, and fought againft him, were 
fallen angels, but men only. 

Befides the foregoing texts where the words De- 
^ vils and Satan occur, there are others wherein men- 

* tlon is made of an evil Ipirit, that, by fome per- 

fons, may be interpreted and underftood to intend 
a fallen angel, and therefore be urgeci againft what 
I have aflerted relpefting the entire filence of thofe 
writings concerning fuch a being. Thefe texts 
will be confidered, and the firft I will produce is, 
I Kings, xxii. 21, 22, 23.t The occafion of the 
l^rophet's mentioning the vifion, is related in the 
foregoing verfes, which need not be cited. The 
vifion will be eafily difcerned, and alfo allowed to 
; be not a relation of a faft, which then took place, 

but only a reprefentation made to the Prophet re- 
lative to Aha,b and Jehofliaphat's going to befiege 
Ramoth Gilead. Farther, it appears to me highly 
improbable, at leaft, that the Prophet believed, the 
ipirit faid, to come forth, or out from among the 
good angels, who are reprefcnted as ftanding be- 

• See Taylor'f Hebrew Concordance, No. 1928. 
f And there came forth a fpirit and ftood before the Lord^ 
and faidy I will perfuade hin>, i. e. Ahab. Aod the Lord 
faid, wherewith ? And be faid I will go forth and will be a 
]yiag fpirit in the mouth of all hisprophetd; and be faid, thoa 
fhalc perfuade and prevail alfo, go forth and do fo. Now 
therefore behold the Lord hath put a lying fpirit in the mouth 
^ of all thefe thy prophets, and the Lord hath fpoken evil con* 

c«rni0g thee. 

' fore 
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fore the throne of God, was intended to reprefent 
f , z fallen angel, or apoftatez-foirit; and, I think it 

will appear in that light toTvery one who attends 
to the paflage. I judge it will alfo be granted to 
have been equally improbable to the Prophet, that 
God Ihould fend fuch a being to execute the mef- 
lage there related. That which, in, my opinion, is 
an unanfwerably ftrong and decided proof of the 
juftnefs of the foregoing obfervations, refpeding 
the Prophet's opinion of the evil Ipirit not being a 
^ fallen angel, is the entire filence of the Scriptures, 

that fuch a being had been caft eut of Heaven, as» \ 

I have already obferved ; and it is paft doubt, that ' 

in the vifion there is not the leaft hint *that the evil 
ipirit was a reprefentation of one of them. ' 

•I^ it is admitted the vifion was fubfequent to 
what is related of the 400 prophets who prophefied 
to Ahab and Jehofhaphat, that fucccfs would* at- 
tend their befieging Ramoth Gilead, it is plain, 
that the former was already perfuaded of the truth 
of their predidfcion, particularly by what is faid of 
Zedekiah and the other prophets, V. 11,^12. But 
fuppofing it Ihould be granted that the *evil fpirit 
who came forth and offered to go and perfuadc 
Ahab reprefents a fallen angel, yet it will not 
prove there is more than one. 

I may flill add, that whoever will be at the pains 
to look at the numerous texts in the Old Tefla- 
ment, particularly in Jeremiah and Ezekiel, wherein 
mention is made of the falfe prophets, will not find 
the leafl hint that they wfere flirred up, or excited 
to prophefy falfely; and thereby deceive the peo- 
ple, by an evil fpirit, i. e. a fallen angel. But 
thofe writings have affigned very different and ap- 
parent caufes, from whence they were induced or 
excited to deceive the people by their prophefying 
falfe things, a« the prophets did we have men-- 
tioned. 

On 
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. On die whole, there doth not fcem to be the leaft 
proof that the evil fpirit, mentioned in the vifion, 
was defigned to repreftpt a fallen angel ; or was fo 
underftood by the propnet to whom it appeared. 

Another text I fliall take under confideradon, is^ 
I Sam. xvi, 14,* &c. Previous to my offering 
my ob&rvations upon it, I judge it will be proper 
to attend to what is related in chaptaer the tenth, 
wherein mention is made of God's fending Samuel 
to choofe Saul, and anoint him to be King over hi$ 
peqple. To whom Samuel faid. The fpirit of th^ 
hord will come upon thee, and thou fhalt prophefy^ 

y and thou ibalt be turned into another man : Aivi 

after he had turned back from him, God gav^ 
him anodier heart 1 and when he and his compa* 
oions came to the hiU, a company of the prophets 
ptet him, and the fpiri( of God came upon him, 
and he prophefied among them. Some time after 

^ this, God, by Samuel, fcnt him to go up againft 

Atnalick, and utterly deftroyed it; as it is related 
chapter xi. but, inftead of his fully executing this 
commifliw, he ipared Agag, &c, as v. 8, 9. Upon 
this, Samuel came to him, and, among, other things, 

^> plably told him, as v. aa, 23, that, for this a<ft of 

perverfe difobedience, God rejcfted him from bet- 
ing King. Soon after this, Samuel was fent to 
anoint David, the ion q( Jeift, to be King in his 
itead, whkh he accordingly did j tho' the com- 
' mencement of his reign did not take place till the 
death of SauL I think there can hardly be any 
dodbt that Saul was informed of David's being 
anointed King. 

Let any one, for a moment, only confider thefc 
jparticular cafes, . whicH* it is natural to believe, 
very deeply affe^ed the mind of Saul : It was im- 

* Tb* fpiric of tbe heti dcptr^d frott $nh and tn evil 
: ^p»}(# feon tke hQtdg triMibW him. 

C bittercd 
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bittercd with the juft accufation of his own irtrfx- 
cufable guilt ; or, in the words of Samuel to him i 
Rebellion is as the fin o^ witchcraft, and fhib- 
bornnefs is as iniquity and idolatry ; thou hafl re- 
jefted the word of the Lord in not execuring it 
on the Amaelkites. That God, who had raifed 
him up in a very fingular manner to be the firft 
King over his people Ifraelj that he had with- 
drawn his fpirit from him by which he had prp- 
phefied among the prophets ; and, finally, he had, 
by a fpecial direftion to Samuel, anointed David 
to be King; and to him he had given his fpirit. 
A proper attention to thefe very interefling parti- 
. xulars, will, I prefume, without any difficulty, ex- 
plain in what fenfe we are to underfland that an 
evil fpirit from the Lord troubled him ; and alfb 
the true caufe from whence his fervants, who, no 
doubt, faw his unufual dejeftion of mind, faid to 
him. Behold! now, an eyil fpirit, from God, 
troubleth thee. To remove, or mitigate which, 
they gave him this advice: Let our Lord the 
King command thy fervants to feek out a man who 
is a cunning player on a harp, and it fhall come to 
pafs, when the evil fpirit, from God, is upoii > 

thee, that he will play with his hand, and thou 
•Ihalt be well. To which propofal he aflented; 
and David was fent for ; and when the evil fpirit, 
from God, was upon Saul, he took an harp and 
played with his hand : So Saul was refrefhed, and 
was well, and the evil fpirit departed from him. — 
The fuccefs attending the advice of his fervants, 
fhews plainly what was their opinion of the real 
caufe, as well as the nature of his trouble. 

I prefume it will be allowed there is not the leaft 
evidence in the context from whence we may juflly 
luppofe, that Saul's fervants believed the power of 
the mufical harp could pofTibly expel a fallen an« 
gel {xqm Saul, had they undcrftood it to be' fuch a 

being 






being. But it was not an improper expedient to 
relieve his mind, under its prefent difordered ftate ; 
cfpecially if we may Itippofe that he was rather 
fond of that kind of mufic. 

Men, in conimon, and even very fenfible men 
too, through the force of habit, are very apt to 
affix to the words evil fpirit, they find in Scrip- 
ture, the idea of a fallen angel ; and then incau- 
tioufly conclude that thofe writers ufed them in the 
fame fcnfe ; but this is often, as in the cafe before 
us, a very capital error, as, I prefume, will appear 

^ more fully in the following pages. 

There is another text in Judges chapter ix. 23.' 
where it is faid,' God fent an evil fpirit between 
Abimelech and the men of Shechem. After the 
death of Gideon, the father of Abimelech, he ap- 
plied to the men of Shechem to obtain their coiir 

^ fent, that, as one of his fons, he might rule over 

them in his ftead ; but that he might not have any 
competitor in the family of Jerubbaal his brother, 
who had fixty fons, he obtained money out of the 
houfe of Baal-berith, with which he hired vain and 
. light perfons, and by thefc he flew them all, ex- 

cept Jotham, the youngeft, who efcaped from that 
unnatural and unprovoked maffacre. Upon this, 
the Shechemites made him King. As they in ge- 
neral were not concerned in that wicked aft, Jo- 
tham addrefled them to retaliate it upon Abime- 
lech and thofe who were concerned with him ; as 
V. 7 — 20. After Abimelech had reigned three 
years, it is iaid God fent an evil, fpirit, &c. I 
think it is probable that the Shechemites, who were 
.not concerned with him, in confequence . of Jo- 
tham's expoftulation, meditated revenge againft 
him and his adherents, and therefore Commenced 
hoftilities againft himj upon which Abimilech, 
with his forces, went againft Shechem, and flew 
many of the people ; after which he attacked 
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Thebcz, and took it t but, upon his attempt upon 
the towcf, he was (lain. Upon his death, it h 
faid, vcrfes 56, 57, Thus God rendered the wick-* 
cdnefs of Abimelech, which he did unto his father^ 
in flaying his brethren j and for all the evil of the 
men of Shcchem did God render upon their heads, 
and upon them came the curies of Jotham, the fon 
of Jeri»bbaal. 

From this relatic^i, it a^^ars plain, to me, thae 
by an evil fpirit h not to be undcrftood a fallen 
angel 3 but, that God, in the courfe of his Provi- 
dence, raifed, or ftirrcd up an enemy to Abimelech ^ 
dnd his adherents : as, verfes 56, 57. to punifh 
them for the wicked adt of flaying the fons of Jc- 
Tubbaal his brother, who had remJered fignal fer- 
vices to his people againft their enemies in the time 
x>f Gideon their father. 

Another text is in Pfahns Iviii. 49, whcrt, it is 
jaid, Gcd caft upon them (the l^yptians) the 
fiercenefs of his wrath and indignation, by fending 
evil angels. I would juft obferve that the Hebrew 
word tere rendered angels, is often and juftly tranf- 
lated Meflengers, and-fometimes Prophets, who, 
from God, delivered Kis meflkges to bb people j 
and therefore the word Angels, doth, by na means, 
always intend angels as inviflble fpirits, much k£ 
fallen angels. This can be determined only hf 
the context, or parallel pafjages. Now, it is indif- 
putably, pbin, in the context, the writer gives a 
iummary account of God's dealings with the Egyp- 
tians, as is particularly recorded in Exod. vii. to 
the xiii. But, it is certain, that Mofes hath not 
mentioned evil ar^ls being fent among the Egyp- 
tians. The only angels, or mefiengers be h^h re- 
lated whom God fent Miong them, were himfelf 
and Aaron, by whofe inftrumentalifcy God caft 
upon them the fiercenefe of his wrath, &c. and ia . * 
thU fcnfe, to the Egyptians tbcy were evil angeb, 
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or meflcngers. ^ Now, I think, it will be granteti 
ttat the Piahnift could not derive any knowledge 
of evil angels, i. c. apoftate ipirits, being fenc 
among the peopk of Egypt, but ftom the Hiftory 
of Mofes, in which there is not even any hint of 
fuch beings fent among them. 
' I hcfre b€g leave taofeferve, that whatever red 
^kfiowkfdgc vntn have of angete, i, e. their tntellcc- 
fual powers, or their vifible commimkatioris widi 
men, or their being the agents of Gdd in hts^ pro- 
vidential government in this world, that it is wholly 
^rivcd from divide revel«ioii, withotii wfiicfi it 
is abfoktely impoffibk they cxn hs^o At lead 
knowledge of eithier ; dtid the rea^lbn is a^ obvious 
«i it i» tmquefliooably tme, ti2« bee^e ^y are 
the inhabicaots of Ae iavifibk worlds And tfm \^ 
equally tttx, a$ it reipedi dny of tM^ b^in^ hav^ 
i$j^ fmmd ag&tnH God^ at^i en tbtt dcc^oont ex- 
pelled from HesLv^tu But, ei^en fwppofi(% thai; 
was clearly revealed, yet that would be m> pt(y(^ 
of their tempting men to Cm, by fiiggefting tb tfceir 
imftds evi) thiOxi^itis, » mf^g iA th€m coTm^ 
4dires, terminating in flaUd a&i^tm* A reai kudrw- 
Jtfdge of cheicr things ttixHt d<fp^nd i^on ttvd^ 
:tioA, or at re}attoA of r)ga) fa^s m proof of it.. 
But of theft things chd Old Tedamcnt is ^nrir% 
fikift, as we have fe^ii,* 

Thus much concerning what we find in the 0^ 
Tefbtmcast 

. * Mr. Fxrmer/s optnioB it thU»— That UieOld Teftament 
contains lio account of the fall of a&gels, much le^ dotfs it 
teptehm tlfclfr w fe«^g Hea^eti, «ftd brirtg thrown: dtf«Mi 
from thence. There is not e««tf (ht m^(i4llk«fc ref^tVAt^, dr 
^»i^n to fuck «« el^ei>» in a<l y tff the |^wt(h proplb(».> Far* 
ther, he iaich» I am far ftom uking opoit me lo fay there wat 
not in early revelattcSid of the rebeHioa of angefs^ Incf tH^i'r 
^Jtpiif fiiM ffdift Heaveir, fioK lithtfrttl Ats pcttm haa* been 4l^ 
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J will now examine the New Teftament to fee whether 
any thing occurs therein to corroborate the commonly 
received opinion 0/ Fallen Angels}, or Satan and the 
DeviU 

THE only texts, or at leaft the principal onesj 
are, in i Pet, ii. 4. and Jude v. 6. For if 
God (pared not the angels that finned, but caft 
them down to Hell, and delivered them into chains 
of darknels to be referved unto judgement. And 
the angels which kept not their firft eftate, but left 
their own habitations, he hath referved. in everlaft- 
ing chains of dal-knefs umto the judgement of the 
great day. 

On thefe words I obfcrve, firft. That none of 
the Apoftles could derive the leaft knowledge from 
the Old Teftament, that any of the angels had been 
caft out of Heaven on account of their having 
finned againft; God ; and we have no account that 
Jclus made any difcoyery of it to them. 

Secondly, Had Peter, or Jude, known, from the 
Old Teftament, or from Jcfus, that there .were 
fallen angels, it is natural to fuppofe they wouH 
have been explicit in mentioning them to the per- 
Tons they wrote to, otherwife they could not have 
underftoood what beings they intended j and that 
for reafbns already offered. 

Thirdly, Neither of the particulars juft men- 
tioned, can be fatisfaftorily inferred from the word 
Angels. The primary import of the original word 
is^ to relate any matter, particularly as a meffen- 
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ger> and in this fenfe, the fame original word is 
rendered, James ii. 25. Thefe meflengers were 
fent to Ipy the interior parts of the land of 
Canaan ; and, upon their return, they related to 
Mofes and to the people what they had feen and 
heard in traverfing it. And there is but one text 
where the original word can in the leaft be fup- 
pofed to allude to fallen angels, and that is Mate 
XXV. 41. 

Fourthly, That the word ragraptm^ tranflated cafl: 
down to Hell, is the only place in the New Tcfta- 
ment where it is tranflated caft down to Hell. 
t Fifthly, All that the two Apoftles have related of 

the conduft of the angels, is, that they finned, and 
kept not their firit eftate, or principality, but left 
(not were caft out of) their own habitation j where 
that was is not mentioned. 
^ Of the punifliment, it is faid they were caft 

»down to Hell, and delivered into chains of dark- 
nefs to be referved unto judgment of the great day. 
But there is not the leaft mention what their finful 
conduft was, nor that they were caft out of Heaven 
^d feparated from the good angels. 
^ Let us now fee whether the context in Peter &- 

vors the commonly received opinion or not. 

In the foregoing chapters he faith to his brethren, 
that he and the apoftles who were with the Lord 
on the Mount, Matt. xvii. i, &c. heard a voice 
from Heaven, faying, this is my beloved Son, in 
whom I am well pleafcd. He then adds. That wc 
have a more fure word of prophefy, i. e. a more 
particular and full revelation in the Old Teftament 
concerning Jcfus as the Son of God, which ye will 
do well to give heed to, becaufe thofc writings 
were indited by the Holy Ghoft j and the meaning 
of thofe parts of them, refpefting Jefus, are not 

confined to the prophets, or that people i but wc 
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l|lb ^re included lii^mn : And then he tetis them, 
th^c in die dme of dvofc prophct$, there were falfe 
opcs gmong that people ; and there ere, or wUi 
arift, falfe teachers among you, who wiU propa:» 
gaise &Ue dpftrines, even denying the Lord th^ 
Ijpught thern, and draw away many after them, 
and thereby bring upon themfclve$ fwift deftruc- 
tion.. And he delcribcs the way or manner by 
which diey will attempt to draw them away. Anfii 
from V, 10^19, 1 think he reprcfent3 their prin- 
ciple and condu<^ i and againft fuch fiUfe prc^hets. 
Jefus warned his difciples. Matt, vii, 15, 26. ag^ 
xxiv. J J, Mark xiii. 21, a?t, ^3. See A<Jts xx. 30. 
And I apprehend the Apoftle St John alluded to 
fuch perfonj. 1 Ephef. iv. j, 2, 3, calling them 
Ami Chrift$, i, e^ oppofers or enemies of ChriJB:. 

In the chapter under confideration, the Apoftle 
warn3 the Chriftians to be aware of them that they 
< might- not fall under the iame condemnation which 
would overtake diofe falfe teachers. And in verfc 
4, he mentions others, whom hecalkangeb, or 
meflengers that finned, &c. 

The opinion pf a very fenfible anonymous au- 
thor* on this fubjeft, appears to me at leaft very 
probable, that the angels, i. e. the meflfengers th^t 
fmned, are thofe men related Numb. xiii. xiv. who 
were fent to fpy out the land of Canaan, whofe ire- 
port to Mofe$, &c. of the numbers and fituation of 
fome of its inhabitants, and the ftrength of their 
cities, difcouraged the people from going up to 
tokc pofleQion of it. Thefe were rulers dfld h^ads 
of the people whom God punilhed for giving fuch 
an account, by inflifting on them a great plague, 
lb that they and all the people whom they caufcd to 
murmur againft God, and Mofcs his fervant, died. 

V An Epqoiry Mto ikt. S«ripti»« weiuiiogvf tii« word SMVf. 
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Hclx itt. 7. 19. Both the mcflengers and the peo- 
ple had feen the mighty power of God exerted in 
their deliverances and yet they did not believe> 
but rebelled. Thofe meflengers who finned, were 
"^lain and pertitent examples of men like them- 
felves, from whom they might and ought to take 
warning not to be fcduced by the falfc teachers, 
and thereby be guilty of a like unbelief, i. e. in 
Jefus their Lord^ and a wicked departure from 
his commands, which, from conviftion they had 
embraced, and on that account, fall under an hea- 
vier condemnation and judgment from God, than 
he had inflidled on thofe meflengers and the people; 
fcduced by them. But, I apprehend, that if we 
underftand the paflage we are commenting upon, 
of fallen angels, it was neither applicable, nor in- 
deed intelligible to the apoftles, or the people to 
whom he was writing, fince they had no knowledge 
that any of the angels had finned, or wherein it 
confifted ; and, I may add, if they had, what was 
the condud of angels, (properly fuch) to them ? 
. The other inftances are clearly taken from men 
like themfelves ; the probability therefore is, that 
thefe were of the fame nature with thofe, who, in 
the fime of Noah, God drowned by a deluge \ and 
then he introduces the fimilar conduft of Ae inha^ 
bitants of Sodom, &c. whom God deftroyed by fire. 
But, as a contraft to thefe, he mentions the cafes of 
Noah and Lot, who believed in God, and obeyed 
his word, and were iaved from thofe judgments. 
Thefe, and the former perfon3, were obvious exam- 
ples of men of the like paflions with themfelves, 
which they could not only eafily underfland, but 
alfo eafily apply the former as warnings, and die 
latter as encouragements to. fordfy their minds 
again ft thofe falfe teachers ; but, I apprehend, they 
could not, as it reibefted fallen angels. 
: " D Wha^ 
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What force theie oblervationg wiU be a^mittecl 
lo have, as proc/s, that by the word Angels that 
finned, &c. the Apoftle did nbt intend fallen ahgels, 
hut the rulers, and heads of the people^ mentione<{- 
above, is fubmitted to the deKberate and unbiaficcf 
Judgment of the reader. 

In the preceding (^uotatioiis from die Old Tefta« 
jnenr, where the wofds Devik and Saftan, dec. 0€<^ 
cur, it appears to me, there is not any proof that 
the writers in ufing them, meant faUen angels > 
and therefore they dio not give the kaft account that 
Satan, in a fccret or unperceived maruier, if^u&d, 
ek put into the mind or heart of any one man, evit , 
itfioughts, or excited in him inordinate defires, by 
which be tempted him to fin. Likewife, in the 
New Teftament it appears, that there is not anjF 
explicit relation that any c^the angets were expeKe^ 
Heaven for their having finned againft God. 
/ It will therefore follow, thstf in the former wri- 
'tengs in whicji it is recorded of individuals, or of 
the people in general who finned againft God by 
yiolating the obligations of natural or Revealed reli- 
jgion, or both ; they have not> even in a Sngh in- 
ftanee, attributed to the temptation of Satan* ht' 
this they are as entirely filent as they are relpefting 
any man's being poEeflfed by one of them, or by ar 
demon ; and yt:t had Satan been the real agent, op 
inftrument in tempting men to fin in Mice manner jf 
or, as univcrlaHy as it is now bel'eved he doth> I 
think it will be allowed to be natural to expefls dio 
writers of the Old Teftament would have given 
fome plain account of it, in fome inftances ; for i? 
is certain they repeatedly mtention many different 
caufes or oceafions fixjm whence men were, tempted 
to fin ; but, it is certain, they have not attributed 
it to Satan in a fingte inftance. From thofe wri- 
^p^s therefore it &ems to be iodiipueably certain> 
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&SA neither die Apoftlea nor the Jews could de^ 
rive the leaft information concerning Satan or his 
devices ; or, that any perfon, much lels men in ge- 
neral, had been tempted by him to fin. 

Should it be &id, that the rektioh given of th£ 
Serpent*s ten^ting Eve, and feducing her to fln, is 
a proof that an individual at leaft, is an exception ; 
I anfwer, that, admitting it was by a fallen angei 
who aflbmed the bodily ihape of that creature, or 
entered iato one, (of which however there is not 
the leaft mention in the Bible) yet the relation of his 
tempting her was, by converfing with her, and not 
by his infuUng in an invifible of unperceived maflk, 
ncr into her mind or heart, evil thoughts, or railing 
evil defies in her, as is now believed to be the 
way or manner by which he tempts men to fin 9 
confequently the former effentially differs from the 
latter. Andj I fuppofe there is not any man who 
will plead that Satan tempts men after that manner, ^ 
Her being tempted, as is related, I fliowld there- ^ 
fore ^prehend cannot jufUy be ur^d as a leal or 
latisfai£tory proof of Saitan*s tempting men to fin. * 
In what cordpicuous light muft the diJSerence ap« 
pear between the iacred writings and thofe of oth^ 
Bien in the preient and pail ages who lived under 
the light of the Chriftian religion, which are re« 

Slete with affertions that a fallen angel afitumed the 
i^pe of a real ierpent, or entered into one ; and 
that he tempted her and her pofterity to the com?- 
miflion of the fijw which they have been gwilty ofi 
or at leaft, to the principal part of them* 

£ut was the commonly received opinion that it 
was a feUen angi^l entered into the ferpcnt, proved 
to* be juilly founded in the plain language of Scrip- 
ture, which it certainly is not, yet that could not 
prove there is more than one as a tempter of men 
to&.^ And» I may juilly renmk,: tbeire Bs not even 
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a fingle text in the New Tcftamcnt where Ae word 
Devils is to be found. The only one from whence 
it may fcem to be inferred is. Matt. xxv. 41. where 
Jefus fpoke of the Devil and his angels. For, in 
every other text where the word Devils occurs, it 
it is Daimonia, and not Diabolos. The only text 
where the laft word hath a plural meaning is^ 
I Tim. iii. n. 2 Epiftle iii. 3. Titus ii. 3. and is 
rendered flanderers and accufcrs. 

Likewife wherever the word Satan is mentioned 
in the New Teftament, except Matt. xii. 26. it is 
in the lingular only, and there it can include two 
Satans only j alfo where the words the Prince of 
this world,^ the Prince of the power of the air, oc- 
cur, it is in the Angular only. The fame is true of 
the words, the Power of Darkncfs. When in 
Luke xi. 18. Jefus repeating what the Jews iaid of 
him, that he caft out Devils ; the original word is 
Diamonia, a word of very different fignificarion 
from Diabolos, or Satanas. 

If the common opinion that there are numerous 
Satans, or Devils, is pleaded for, it certainly can- 
not be proved from any expreffions either in the 
New Teftament or in Ae Old j becaufe thofc writ- 
ings invariably ufe the word Devil, or Satan, in 
the lingular, and never in the plural number as im- 
porting there are many fuch beings ; and I will juft 
note, that in all the converfations the Jews had 
with Jefus, they do not even once make ufe of the 
words Diabolos, i. e. Devil, or Satanas. 
»' The firft relation, in the New Teftament, of Sa- 
tan, or the Devil tempting any one, is that of 
Jellis. Matt. iv. i — 1 1. Mark i. 11, 12. Luke 
iv. I — 13. Matthew ^d Luke relate, he was led 
up of the ipirit into the Wildernefs to be tempted 
of the Devil, and mark that the ipirit driveth him 
Into the Wilderneis s and when he had Med forty 
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ida/s and forty nights, he was afterwards an hun* 
gred. The particulars related of Satan*s tempt- 
ing Jefus is, his laying. If thou be the Son of God,' 
command that thefe ftones be made bread ; i. e. to 
fupply you with food. His taking him up upon a 
pinnacle or battlement of the Temple, and laying 
to him. If thou be the Son of God, caft thyfelf 
down from hence, for it is written, he, (i. e. God) 
fliall give his angels charge concerning thee ; and 
in their hands they Ihall hold thee up, left, at any 
time, thou dalh thy foot againft a ftone. His tak- 
ing him up on an exceeding high mountain, and 
fhewing him ^ the kingdoms of the world, and 
the glory of them; and faying, All thefe things 
will I give thee, and the glory of them, if thou 
wilt fall down and worlhip me 5 for they are deli-J 
vered unto me, and to whooifocvcr I will I 
give it. 

I would juft premife, that a perlbn may be faid 
to be tempted when an offer is . made of what is 
"agreeable to him, or when it excites* in him Ibmc 
delire to accept of it; or when, as the apoftlc 
James laith, he is tempted, being drawn away of 
his own luft, and enticed, and thereby it bringeth 
forth fin. 

Now, luppofe it is admitteed that Satan is a fal- 
len angel, and that what he faid to Jefus is to 
be literally underftood; yet, I think it cannot be 
doubted but he knew who he was, and his defiga 
and end in tempting him. I Ihould therefore judge 
that no man can really believe the propofals were 
agreeable to him, much lefs that they raifed in hint 
a defire to comply with either of them; and, as to 
th^ laft, it is certain, that both Satan and Jefus well 
knew it was not in Satan's power to give him them 
had Jefus complied with the condition. On what 
real ground then can it be juftly fuppofcd, that if 
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Satan knew he was the Son of God, he could haves 
the leaft reafon* to believe or expeft he could tempt 
him to comply with either propofal* 

Indeed, if we may judge of this temptation as a 
true fpecimenof the artful wiles' of Satan, (I mean 
If there is fuch a being) it certainly doth not evi» 
dence his abiliries in tempting men to be luperior^ 
to thofe of men ; or, that he is a much more fubtlc 
4md powerful tempter; for, had he, in either of 
thok refpefts, been fuperior to men, I think we 
ftxej juftiy conclude, that his tempting Jefus would 
have been much more artfully laid and condufted, 
mid therefore more likely to have fucceedcd than in ^ 

what is related by the Evangelifts. I would finally 
obferve, they have not given the leaft intimation, 
(hat Satan, in an invifible manner, unperceived by 
Jefus, infufed into his mind any evil thoughts, or 
laifed in him any inordinate defires to tempt him, 
^s the means by which moft men believe he tempos 
perfons to fin. 

The next relation of the Devil, or Satan's temptr 
ing> I wiU mention, is that of Judas, John xiii. 2« 
27- it is laid. That, fupjper being ended, the Devil 
jiQW put into the head or Judas Ifcariot to betray ^ 

Jefus J or, that after fupper he gave him the fbp^ 
whep Satan entered into hinu When he had taken 
it, he immediately wenrout, or he went his wajs 
and communed with the chief priefb, and laid to 
them. What will ye give me, and I will deliver 
him unto you ? And they were glad, and cove.-- 
nanted with him for thirty pieces of filver, and he 
promifed and fought opportunity to betray him 
unto them in the ab&nce of the multitude. Luke 
xxii. 3-^6* 

I mufi again intreat the reader to confider, that 
neither J^ohn nor Luke could have received, from 

the Qld Teftament^ the leaft kctowledge of Sm^xx 
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as a J&Hen angels or of his having pm fiito tftt 
licart of any man evil thoHgHts, by which be 
tempted hhn to fin ; or, that he ever entered inW 
any one to'efFeft it. Neither is there any proof, iii 
the evangclifts, that they had received from Jefus 
the laft knowkdge of either ; and, and indeed, thia 
is the only account, in the JBible, of Satan s harming 
entered into any man. For all the inftaiices re- 
eorded in the New Teftament of men's being p^ 
iefied by an evil ^irit, or ]^rit^, are, of a^demon;^ 
€^ demons, and not by Satan as a fallens ai^L 
. Farther, I obferve, that in every pafKige wf 
the Evangelifls in which Jefus menmoioed to hii 
aperies, or to Judas, his being betrayed by one 
c» them, he did not give , them the leaft iatii!nai4* 
iton that he would be tempted to it by Satan, much 
le& by his entering into him as idie i^al caufii 
of it. 

If we impartiaBy attend to what John- has^^ M^ 
Ia4ied of his principle and conduft, chap; xii. 6. tha« 
he cored not for the poor, and being purfe-bearef, 
he ufed to pilfeff w^hat was in bank ; as the original 
words are rendered by pother tt^nflator : and like-^ 
wife that Je&s feid he is a devil, i. e. an adverfery 
©r accufer, and not clean, fike die reft of die apof- 
tles; xiii. II. and hi& covenanting wiA the chief 
priefts for thirty pieces of filver, to betray hinu 
It is probabk we Ihall be led to underftand John'k 
and Luke's words, cited above, not ite' the literal 
ftnik, but only as expreffive of Judas's principte 
and conduct as a very covetcms man and an* aklver^ 
fery to Jefus, who was then g^ihg to execpte his^ d^ 
lign ; and it is^ reafonable to believe, he pr^vioufl^f 
knew the chief priefts had fought to take and de- 
ftroy Jefus. Luke fays, Ju(fes. fought to betray 
liim uatO' them^ in the abibnce of the multitude^ 
fupid therefore he came in the nighty wich the- offii- 
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cers, to take him : and the Evangclifts have re-^ 
lated that the chief priefts, &c. before that timd 
had attempted to take him, but they did not, 
fearing the peopk. 

How far thefc oBJervations may be admitted to 
explain and dfo to afceftain the true .meaning of 
the words under confideration, is fubmitted to thct 
judgment of the inquifitive and candid reader. In 
;ny view, they appear the moft probable fahita- 
tion of them ; at leaft the literal meaning feems to 
be attended with confiderable, if not with infii? 
perable difficulties, elpecially diat of Satan's en- 
tering into Judas. 

The next account of Satan I will mention, is 
that relpefting ]Peter. Luke xxii. 3^,32. Jefiis 
laid to him, Satan hath defired to have you, that 
he may fift you as wheat, i. e. feparatc you from 
me, like as that grain is from the chaff, not to be 
united to me again. But he added, I have prayed 
for thee, that thy faith fail not, i. e. in producing 
^ final feparation from me ; underftanding literally, 
that Satan defired to have Peter for the purpofe 
cxprefled in the text, it is very natural to afk ta 
whom it was communicated ? I prefume we cannot 
well fuppofe it was to Jefus, becaufe, prior to any 
cfFeft it could have upon Peter, Jefus had prayed 
for him that his faith might not fail him in the 
fenfe juft mentioned. If Satan*s defire was not di-r 
vulged, it could operate only in himfelf ; but if it 
excited him to fift Peter, yet his Lord's praying for 
him would render his tempting him as ineffeftual as 
.what is related of his tempting Jefus ; and ify as 
is generally belieyed, that Satan knows the thoughts 
and anions of men, he could not but know of 
Jefus's interpofing in favor of his favorite difciple, 
and therefore that any attempt upon him moft 
prove abortive* . 

Th* 
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That Peter*5 faith faifed him to a great degree, 
is manifeft in the EvangeUfla : but, in attending 
to what they have related as the apparent caufe, or 
occafion of k, we fhall plainly difcern it arole front 
ft difierent adverfary than Satan ; diat is^ from iM 
own natural fear of being involved as a difciple of 
Jefus in the condemnation, &c. which he &w it 
was very probable would befall him from the ha* 
tred of the high priefts^ &c. againft him when he 
was pre&nt at his trials and heard him accuied of 
being a malefactor and feditious perfpn, and like- 
wife charged with having defigns againft Casfar's 
government, by afliiming to himfelf the title^of , 
King of the Jewsj^ and himfelf openly accufcd a& 
an accomplice with Jeflis. 

This view of the caufe of Peter's feith faiKng 
him, clearly explains and accounts for it as the ad- 
verfary or Satan that occafioned it. If Satan was 
the real caufe of his fiiith failing him, it muft be 
attributed to his excidng his fear left he tticnM 
lufFcr with Jefus j but of this there is not the leaft 
intimation in either of the evangciifts, nor as it 
refpe<5i:s the . reft 4y( the apoilies, who, as well as 
he, faid, they would not deny him even untd 
death; Jbut it is plain their faith failed them as 
well as Peter's. .That which is peculiar to him is, 
his thrice denying him at his trial, as is. particu- 
larly related. And it is evident the evangciifts 
have not given the leaft hint that Satan ftirred up 
or tempted the high priefts, &c. to aft the part 
they did to Jefus, that occafioned Peter s fear, and 
which led him to deny his Lord. The true and 
aj^arent caiafes or occafions of the high priefts, 
&c. proceedings againft Jefus we clearly related 
hy the evangciifts, and which began to take place 
long before hfe trial j for prior to that time the 
Pharilees, &c. on fcvecal occafions attempted to 
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fake him and put him tp death, as is related in 
their writings. I may farther obferve,' that hi 
every text in which is related Jefus told his difci- 
plcs, or Peter in particular, that they would deny 
him thro* the weaknefs of their faith, alluding to 
the time when it took place ; he did not give them 
the le'aft hint it would arifc from t!he inftigation of 
Satan on their mind. They could not have any 
real ground to believe this, becaufc, as I have ob-. 
■fcrved, there is not the leaft proof, either in the 
Old Teftament, or the words of Jefus, fo far as 
we are capable of judging, from which they could 
know there was a fallen angcf, or that he tempted ^ 

aie% to fm. 

Having attempted to explain the paffages wherein 
are related Satan's 'tempting Jefus and the two 
apoftles, I will crave the reader's attention to what 
our Lord faid in fome of his parables of the wicked 
one, Satan, or the Devil, as tempting men ; and ^ 

the firft inftance is that of the fower who fowed 
the good feed in his field. Matt. xiii. Mark iv. 
Luke vii. of the feed that was fown by the high- 
way, he faid. When one heared the word of the 
Jkingdom and underftandeth it not, or hath not an ^ 

honeft and good heart, then cometh the wicked 
one and catcheth or taketh away that which was 
fown in his heart ; or when they have heard, Satan 
cometh immediately and taketh away the word that 
was fown in their hearts. Satan's tempting iheft per- 
fons is reprefented to be his taking away the word 
out of their heart ; but not by his inftilling, or 
putting into it evil thoughts, or raifiag in it evil 
defires. And it is upqueftionably certain, that the 
above account differs from all other inftances re- 
lated in the New Teftament, where he is faid to 
tempt men. The perfons above dc;fcribed in the 
. parable, I think are plainly allydcd xo^ and repre- 

fer.tcd 
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fented verfes 13, 14, 15, as dull of hearing, hav- 
ing clofed their, eyes, left at any time they fhoul4 
fee with their eyes, and hear with their ears, and 
ihould undcrftand with their heart, and fliould be 
converted, and I (hould heal them ; which plainly 
accounts for the ivord that was fown in their heart* 
not abiding there. 

In the parable of the man who made a great 
fupper, Luke xiv. 1 5, &c. as fomewhat fimilar iix 
our Lord's intention with that jiift confidered j he 
hath cxplicidy affigned other and very different 
caufes why the perfons invited to it did not accept 
of the invitation than that of Satan's tempting 
them ; They are thefc. They all began to make 
excufe i the firft faid, I have bought a piece of 
ground, and I muft needs go and fee it; I pray 
thee have me excufcd.— And another faid, I have 
bought five yoke of oxen, and I go to prove them 5 
I pray thee have me excufed. — ^And another faid, 
I have married a wife, and therefore I cannot gome. 
So the fervant came and (hewed his lord all thefe 
things. Thefe caufes why the word did not abide 
in dieir hearr, are fimilar with thole Jefus affigned 
why the feed that was fown on ftony ground, and 
on that where the thorns grew up and choaked it, 
viz. when tribulation arifeth, becaufe of the word, 
and by and by they are offended ; or the care of 
this world and the deceitfulnefs of riches, and the 
lulls of other things, and pleafures of this life, 
enter in and choak the word, and he bearcth no 
fruit. Thefe obvious and ufual occafions of temp- 
tation to the perfons reprefcnted in thofe parables, 
the people prcfent could eafily underftand, and alfo 
apply it ufefully to themfelves ; but they could not 
as it refpcds the fecrct fuggeftions pf Satan, or 
the Devil. 

E 2 And, 
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And, in the courfc of Jcfus's Miniftiy, he men* 
tbned many other caufes why men did not receive 
the word than in thoie parables, as muSt be obvi- 
ous to every one who reads with attention his dif^ 
courfes to the people who attended him. Thusjr 
when he faid . to fome of the xmbelieving Jews»~ 
How can ye believe, which receive honour one of 
another, and feek not the honour that corned) from 
God only? 

I will juft fubjoin the following texts, in which 
he hath pardcularly mentioned ieveral other evident 
caufes of men's being tempted hot to receive the. -^ 

word, that may be compared to thofe reprfciented 
by the highway, without giving the leaft intiniatioA 
of the wicked one taking away the woid out of 
their heart. Luke xiii. 24. xiv. 25—35. 
^ But what juft or fatisfeftory proof is there to be 
given why it ought to be believed that Satan tempts ^ 

men by taking away the word out of the heart of 
thofe Jefus compared to the highway on which the 
feed was fown, left they fhould believe and be faved, 
and yet not tempt or draw away thofe who have 
received the word with joy j and where, for a time, >^ 

it promifed fair for bringing forth fruit ? For it is 
undeniable, that Jefus did not attribute it to the, 
temptation of Satan, but to other manifeft and com** ' 
mon temptations to men, which cannot but be ad-« 
roitted, and which his hearers could eaSly under* 
ftand ; but, I prefume, they could not, as it re- 
j^£ted Satan as a fallen angel, fo^f reafons and 
proofs already offered. The adverfary to the fe- 
veral perfons above reprefcnted, were the things of 
this world, fuch as Jefus mentioned, which too 
ftrongly operated upon the heart of fome of them, 
as reafons why the word did not take any root in 
it ; or why they did not accept of the invitation to 

the 



the iJisppttr tnd of othew, who fcccived It with jof* 
y«t did not bring forth fruit to pcrfedion ; or, in 
the cxprcflive words of Jcfi»i refpcfting the man 
who brought forth fruiti They had notanhoncft 
^ good h^arc. 

The conduft of the men, compared to the feed 
i<jwn by the higliway, is afFcftingly exemplified in 
what is related of the young man, Mark x. 17 — 27, 
who aflced Jefus what he fhould do to inherit eter- 
nal life ? His riches, and the diought of parting 
with them as ^ condition thereto, made him go awaf 
withoift receiving the leaft benefit; from the fcedi 
Jefus fowed in his heart. 

A parable fimilar with iht foregoing is con^ 
tained in v. 14—30, This Jefus expfauned to his; 
difciples, V. 36--«-4j. in which is contained thefe 
things j The field is the world, i. e. all men, both 
Jews and Gentiles, as v. 41. The feedfown reprc- 
fcnts the children of the kingdom, i. e. his difci-^ 
pks, called die righteous 5 v. 43, who are con- 
tradiftinguiihed from the world, or the tares ; or 
tjjofe who oflfend and do iniquity. The tares are 
defcriptive of the latter pcrfons, and are called the 
children of the wicked ene, or the Devil, or Ae 
enemy who fowed tares among the wheat. The 
former are die good ground, which brought ford^ 
gpood fruit* 

' If we were to interpret our Lord's words of die 
tares, literally, as the children of the wicked one, 
or the Devil, it would lead us to conclude it was 
wholly owing to his temptations and their influ- 
ence, in caufing them to offend and do iniquity, 
which cannot well be reconciled with, and ^d- 
mitted> by thofe who pay a proper attention to 
what he hath faid of the cauies or occafions of 
xntn being guilty of iniquity contained in thefe 
te^» Mattt xii. 341 &:c. xv. 18, &c xxiii, i, &g; 
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Luke XI, 37, &c. Mark vii. 5, &c. Luke vi. 4j, 
&c. John iii. 19, 20, 21. xii. 42,43. In thcfe 
' paffagcs it is very apparent that he attributes the 
wickcdnefs, or iniquity of men to the influence 
which their different paflions and inordinate defires 
have on their mind in producing their criminal 
dilpofitions and conduft, without giving the leaft 
intimation to thofc he addreflcd, that either or both 
arofe from the temptations of die Devil, as an in- 
vifible apoftate fpirit. And fimilar with what he 
hath reprefented is that of the apoftle, Rom. i. ii. 
ixL vi. rclpefting both Jews and Gentiles, who -f 

were all under fin, or they yielded their members,, 
inftruments of unrighteoufnefs unto fin. This cor- 
rupt principle and conduft he calls the old man, 
which is corrupt, according to the deceitfiil lufts. 
Contrafted with the old man which they had put 
off, is the new man, which after God is created in ^ 

righteoufnefs and tnie holincfs. The apoftle per- 
ibnifies fin as the old man i but no rational man 
can well believe that he intended a real perfon, 
and that they had a&ually put him off or expelled 
him from them, but only that they had forfaken ^ 

thofe fins which he fliles the old man. In like 
manner he is to be underftood of the new man 
they had put on. From our Lord's words juft 
quoted, and thofe of the Apoftle, I think we may 
with an high degree of probability, at leaft con- 
clude he did not intend a fallen angel, as the 
cnemVj but the wicked conduft of ungodly men. 

The obfervations made upon the foregoing paf- 
fages in Matthew, may poffibly aflift us in explain- 
ing another. John vii. 44. Jefus faid to the Jews> 
ye are of your father the Devil, and the lufts of 
your father ye will do : he was a murderer from 
the beginning, and abode not in the truth, becaufe 
t|je,re is no trutjx in him. When he fpeaketh a lie, 
' ^It he 



• . ••-• f «■ 



( 31 ) 

lie ^eaketh of Jiis own, for he is a liar, and the fa^ 
thcr of it. Inverfe34, he feid, whofoever com- 
mitteth fin is the fervant of fin. In thefe words he 
perfonifies fin, calling it their mafter, and they his 
fervants or flaves ; in like manner as Paul reprc- 
ients the Romans before their converfion. chap. vi. 
He then changes the perfon to that of father, faying. 
Ye do that which ye have feen with your father ; 
or, ye do the deeds of your father, v. 41. As* he 
hath perfonified fin as their mafl:er, and' alfo their 
father, whofe deeds they did, from whence they 
became fervants of the former, or children of the 
latter, by imitation.* It furcly cannot be judged to be 
offering violence to, or unjuftifiablyfl:raining the fenfe 
of the word Devil, to fuppofc by that word he per- 
ibnified fin as their father, by doing his lulls, or 
deeds. I cannot well omit obferving, that when 
the apoftle mentioned Eve's tranfgreflion. 2. Cor. 
xi. 3. he did not fay it was occafioned by the De- 
vil's tempting her,' but that it was by the fubtilty 
of the ferpent, as in Genefis. And it is undeniable 
that there is not one text in the Bible in which men- 
tion is made of her being tempted by the Devil 5 
i. e. a fallen angeL 

That by their father, v. 38, Jcfus did not mean 
the Devil, v. 44. feems pretty plain, from his fay- 
ing. They did that which they had feen with their 
father. But, I prefume, there is no man that be- 
lieves they had feen the deeds of the Devil as a 
murderer and a liar. When Jefus repr^fents the 
Jews he was fpeaking to as the children of the 
Devil, or that he was their father, he does not im- 
pute it to his fecret viles or infligation in their hearts, 
no more than in verfes 38. 41. After a like man- 
ner of cxpeflion he faid to them. If ye were the 
children of Abraham ye would do the works of 
Abraham, But, I imagine, jchere is no man who 

be-. 
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J>clicves he intended, that if they had done hit woritfc 
it would have been by the inSuence of his fecrct. 
foggeftioris in iheir heart. But only that if they 
had heard and obeyed his word, like as Abraham 
did the Revelations which God made to him, they 
would have been his children. Sec Rom« iv. ii. 

To the Jews Jcfus laid^ Matt, xxiii. 31* Ye are 
witnefles to yourfclves that ye arc Ae children of 
them that killed the prophets. Or, as he faith, 
Luke xi. 48. Truly ye bear witnefs that ye allow 
the deeds ofyour fathers, for they indeed killed them, 
and ye buiU their fcpulchres. But, I apprehend ^ 

tiiere is no man who beUeves that they were wit- 
nefles it was owing to the fecrct inftigations or in- 
fluence which thofe wicked men had on their minds 
which led them to ad the part he accufcd them of 5 
but his meaning is as in the other paflage, that their 
principles and condud were fimilar with thofe mur- 7* 

tdcrers of the prophets, and which the Jews after- 
wards manifefted towards him, which he has de- 
scribed in the parable. Matt. xxi. 23' 38** 

I would 

* When in A&,sxu 9, 10, the Apoftle chara^rizes Bar- t 

jus as a child of the Devil, perhaps it is not eafy to deter, 
mine whether he intended that of lorcery alone, or included 
his other wicked princif^les and condud he accufed him of ^ 
or whether he attributes the latter as the e^ed of the for* 
mer. If he intended that fit(k mentioDed, I prefume U 
will be attended with infuperable diiHculty in explaining 
how t)r after what manner an invifible fpirit inftruaed him 
jin the art of forcery, and the practice of it, Co as for him 
to know that he receiired it from him. In the relation of 
the converfation which Peter had with Simon the forcerer, 
chap. viii. he doth not give the leafl hint either that he was 
taught the art by th« Devil, or that what he faid to him of 
his heart not being right in the Aghtof God, and that he 
was in the gall of bittemefs, and in the bond of iniquity, 
arofe from the influence or power the Devil had over him. 
Yet, ^s thefe two chara&ers are coniiderably fimilar, it is 
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. I wowJd fvx^i^ V^ikryc^ tlw(t a$ |c&3 did not 
in jWfy pf the for^foix^ te:(f*s i^lm to his apofliqs 
pjp.tbc Jfpws, his R3£afiing of the word Satwj^ qr 
4f^rp^y'^ i e. whether h^ ^45 ^ Mwi ^Ogjd or 
jBpt, thejr c6.wJd QPt laiow:l;ie intended fi^ch a bc- 
i^, fpTfTcafop^l Jiaye ticfore pfFcr^j j9f)d, it is 
i-^pj^jt^ipk, d^at the itej^t in John viiu 44. is thp 
iQnIff jfifl^ , in «hiph hje a^iM^d die priwipje 4nd 
jCQWm: w *hc unbelievii^ jew$ tow^s hixwJf 
» die Pqv-iil F^, in hi? numerous, ft^vere, ^wi 
|)oinfic4 f^F^^* ^ thc3 ^^ ^p^ilw^a it to their 

corrupt hearts and wicked cpfldw<^, whidi t^^ 
iftd ,tpo Jpng naanifefted *n the^ x^ having the 
J^w.of <5pd; pr^ ^ lie teU? them, b^dthey h^ 
Jfeved M9fcA> *lw^ WQvJid hwc he^v^ed hii»j 
iwt, ^ they ciid not, d>ev witbftopd dvs vaited ^ 
Micpnfpftibie (jvi^encps he «wr^ theip^ thw he W4S 
the Sop of (SofiL lind dic^erbre d^ey OJUght to obey 
JMfi woid^ Muft it m4^ 4;herelpre, w w ^tWQtiv^ 

pne 9r both jtp t^e fenje JPring ^ Paul h*8 rfon^ f J jpay jirft 

pbiervc, fh^t in cvc^ account we b^v/5 in the OJd Tefta- 

meot 6f forcerers^ Mid the kindreci ftrts, there i« not the 

^* l^ilA liHJinjiHpo ll»t tbey nedeiyed the knovkdcdjge of eitber 

Sxim die P^vil, x^r fiker whu oinner u> pr^^life thefiy. 

If we fuppofe the Apollle Paul ftjles B^rjeftis the Child 

' of theDevii, on accountof his beingjed or extited tocoi|i« 

jnit t2to& i&m6 he acp^ifed }dm of. It may be repHed .tk«t 

4here is ftpi fDy thitig Amilar with it isootained im thtf Did 

Teftament, and yet thofe writings j^v Uie only .a«i then tic. 

records from whence he could derive any knowledge of 

what he mentions as the effe^l of the power of the Devil 

on the heart or anions of men. But if we may conclude 

that by the words Thou Child of the Devil, the Apoftle 

intended only to exppefs the enormity and complication of 

Jiis crimes as a forcerer and a very wicked immoral man, it 

will remove all the difficulty by giving an eafy and rational 

folution of them. In like manner as I have ihewn in what 

the Apoftle John hath faid of Cain, that hewatof that 

mickci, or,Z9 in the preceding verfe^ a Child of the Devil. 

F and 
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and unbiafled reader,' appear fomcwhat difficult t6 bc^ 
accounted for, that of thofe Jews only he has attri- 
buted their principle and conduft to the Devii i 
t^hereas, of all others, who were equally corrupt 
and unbelieving, he did not even once tell any rf 
theni they were his children, in the common ac- 
ceptation: of thofe words, e^cially when they gayfe 
him as great occafion for expreffing Kimfelf in ai 
pointed a manner. To inftance only thofe Pha- 
rifees who wickedly and foolifhly faid he caft otrt 
devils, i. e^ demons, ;by Belzebub the Prince ctf 
Devils, i. e. demons. 

As it is manrfeft ouf Saviour has perlbnfficd the 
tricked Jews who killed the propliets, as the caiifc 
of producing children like themfelves, i. e. the 
Jews he Ipake to, who, it is certain, had not the 
feaft influence in efFefting it ; why fhould it be 
judged incredible that he fliould ^eak after a like 
manner in his ufing thfe words Satan, &c. The 
Apoftle, in the 6th chapter to the Romans^ has 
perfonified fin, as having been thieir lord and ma- 
tter, whom* before their converfion, they ferved, 
in fulfilling the defires of the flelh and of the mind. 
But every intelligent perfon, without the leaft ob- 
jedion, or difficulty, admits he is not to be under- 
flood in a literal fenfe, but only as an expreflive 
figure, in which, in ftrong language, he defcribe^ 
their former wicked principles and conduft, as he 
doth in the ift chapten 
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SECT. III. 

Ihave^ in the f ongoing pagesy conjidered ali the paf-- 

/ages in the EvangeHfts, in which the wicked one, 

i^c. is Jaid to. tempt men to fin \ I will n^w at-^ 

tend to tbofe in the A£ts of the Jipofiksy and the 

jotber parts of the Ne^ Tefiament, ofafimilar kind. 

AN D the firft that is related in the Afts, is 
chap. V. 3, 4, 9, concerning Ananias, to him 
peter fi^id. Why hath Satan filled thine heart to lie 
to the Holy Ghoft, to keep back part of the price 
pf the land ? — After telling him, in the next verfe, 
it was in his own power or choice to fell the land 
er not j and after he had fold it, to keep the price 
of it, or put it into the joint ftock, he charged 
him with conceiving what he had done, faying. 
Why haft thou conceived this thing in thin6 heart ? 
Thou haft not lied unto men, (in faying if was the 
whole given into the fund when it was but a part 
of it) but unto God. It may be iaid that Peter's 
words, v. 3, carry in them an affirmation that Ana^ 
i>ias's heart was filled by Satan, as the moving or 
exciting caufe of his <x>mmitting that fin. Alfo 
that the Apoftle really knew there was fuch a be - 
ing, and that he temps men to fin. To which I 
reply, that the Apoftle could not know either, from 
the Old Teftament ; and it is certain there is not 
any account in tbe Evangeliflis, that Jefus made 
any difcovery of either to the Apoftle, or other 
Qf them. And it is indilputably true, that he 
could not know either, by the light of his natural 
r^afons befid^s, his attributing the fin to Satan, 
in the fcnfe commonly underftood, is not con- 
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fiftent wth what he iaid^to Ananias and his wifc;. 
To the former. Why haft thou conceived thia 
thing in thine heart; thou haft not Ued unto men^* 
but unto God. — 'ta the latter, HoVr is it that we 
have agreed together to tempt the Ipirit of the 
Lord t In which he plainly attributes the primary 
iftovifig catle to arife .in (heir own bneafts,. and ia 
contriving hovfr they might put it in praftice. 

Peter'^ wor^ therefore may be thought to create 
f6me cfifficultf m determining whether he imputes 
Ananias's heart, being filled by Satan, or that the 
firft rife of it was in himfeif, in conceiving Ae 
thing : for, if Peter believed it was priflrafray ow* 
ing to the former^ it cfould not be to the ktter 
but only in a fecondary fenfe ; and had the Apoftte 
known this to be the true ftatc of the cafe, one ^ 
would naturally concltide he would in one or both^ 
iht latter addrefles to him, have in tha^ mai^^ner 
reprefented it : bnt> it is certain^ from his own 
words, he hath not. From the whole relali<in of 
thraf fitigdlar tr^nfaftion, it appears to me, that the 
primary excitement ki the heart of Awawas, td 
contrive and put in execution what h related of 
him, arofc from his own eovetcous mind, which 
foggefted to him the thought of keeping back part 
of the price of the laind, under the deluding hope,, 
that could he fucceed if* concealing the tranfaftioii; 
from the Apoftie and others, he might receive 
^om the joint ft6ck a greater income than he had 
dtff right to ; and alfo keep ptfrt of it for his own^ 
ufe ; as may appear probable from ch^. ii. 44, 
45- ^v. 32, 34, 3$. and vi. f, 2, 3. But their 
deceitful aiid criminal conduft was not only de- 
teAed, but alfo punifhed of God, in a very %nal 
and cxemrplary manwer, as a folcmn and affefiing 
warning to other difeiples, to- avoid the Ilk? deceic-* 
ful and kicked condu£^» 

That, 



( 57 > 

TlM^ by the wdrd Sai^n^ Petcff did not kmid 
a £^» M^^ k^ t& me uhdefiiabk frdm what I 
have obferted of the entire filenee in the Okl 
Tefl^lm^iYt) oi foch a being,; of his temptitig men 
to* ftS by litis infufing evi) thoughts into the n»nd p 
and that fo fei^ as we know, Jefiis did not inform 
kb Apoftle» of it It foUows therefore, that Ana-^ 
aias could not ilnderftslnd or believe that by tho 
\tov6 Sataft Peter, intended ftich a being. Neither 
eou)d Petlsr,! ic> lar as w^ kno^, have any real evi-^ 
desKte On which W believe hk^ heatt was fifled by 
tain as the cxeMtin^ caufe of his doing what he did §, 
^ AnankI* h^e any mwiElrd perception or con* 
feiouihefi of it. And, k hath been obfeivcd, that 
Pe^r ini{>ttt€!s Anamaa's^ fin to hit conceiving the^ 
thki^ in his hearty and that he and his wifd hact 
itgreed together in that aA. 

When, in 2 Cor. ji\. i/^ the Apoftle iaithy Satan 
hinhrfelf is transformed imo an angisl of light, I think 
he cannot Well be undcrftood to n>ean into one Kkc 
an holy angel, it having^ no conne&ion or coinci-* 
dence with v. 1 j, 15. a^d therefore mod probably 
lie meilnsan? apoftle of light, u e. himfelf. See Gal^ 
iv. 14. But then thi» tKlnsfoi m^ion muft be in 3 
▼ifible chara&er, as a teacher of hb tenets, or 
dodrrnes, or 2th invifible transforniation. If we 
ibpipofe the former t^ be his meaning it will be at-* 
tefrded with very, great, if not with infuperable dif-* 
fitjulties, to adcoUnt for ; there not being the leaft 
hint) much le& an inftance of it related in the! 
New Teftament- If we fuppofc the Apoftle mcana 
the btter, it will, 1 prefume, be attended with 
ecjual difficulties. For, it is natural to afk,rhow^ 
or by what means could his minifters come at the 
knowledge of this, or receive their doftrine, or 
tny explicit dirtftion or tiHihotity^ as fronoi him> qr 
^ as his: miniftcrsik 

• la 
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In the firft Epiftle chapter iv. 6. the fame ori- 
ginal word is tranflated I have — ^in a figure trans^ 
ferred-^^o myfelf, and Apollos— or rather to him- 
ielf only ; that is, I have contradiftinguilhed, or 
contrafted myfelf and Apollos with the falfe apoftles; 
for your fakes,, that as we always have adted as 
the ftewards or fervants of Chrift only, and not 
made the leaft claim of headfliip over you, as 
though you were our difciples. (See chap. i. 
12 — 15.) ye might learn, by our example^ not ta 
think of men, i. e. the falfe apoftles, your leaders, 
above that which is written, and therefore not be 
puffed up for one againft another. In this contraft 
of himfelf with the falfe apoftles, he is not to be 
underftood to admit their jiaving the leaft claim to 
be' the apoftles of Chrift any more than Satan, 
whom, he fays, is transformed into an angel of 
Hght, L e. an apoftle of Chrift. 

To the foregoing confiderations I may add, that 
wh6n the Apoftles in his i Epiftle i. ii. contrafts 
the tenets or doftrines of the falfe apoftles with the 
revelations of the fpirit of God made to him, or 
the wifdom of God in the gofpel, which he had 
taught the Corinthians ; he calls their wifdom the 
wifdom of the wife, the wifdom of men, and the 
wifdom and fpirit of men, and the wifdom and 
^irit of the world, or of the Princes of this world ; 
but he hath not given the leaft hint that it was the 
wifdom or doctrine of Satan, which had he be- 
lived, it is natural to conclude he would have 
mentioned it, as a very ftrong argument why they 
ought to renounce it, and the falfe apoftles as his 
miniftersi but of thefe things he is entirely filent. 

I will hazard a conjecture, and fuch I offer it, on 
V. 14, which, if admitted feems to obviate the dif- 
ficulties above-mentioned, which is this, that one 
ojf the falfe apoftles, 0.1 fome account, perhaps a) a 
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Jew, chap i. 23, 2 Epiftle xi. 22, 23, was htzd 
or chief among them, and on that account pur 
himfelf upon an equality, in his apoftolic charafter, 
with Paul, and that the others adbed at lead in a 
meafure, if not wholly by his inftruftion arid auh 
thority, and with him were deceitful workers trans- 
forming themfelves into the apoftles and mimftcrs 
of Chrift. 

The Apoftles (tiling him Satan, or an adyerfary, 
i. e. to him and his do6trine, is not much unlike 
what Jefus faid of Peter, that he was Satan and of 
Judas, that he is a devil. 

When the ApofUe, addreflSng himfelf to the 
Ephefians, Afts xx. 29^ 30, faith, that after his 
departure, Ihall grievous wolves enter in among^ 
you, not fparing the flock, alfo of your own 
ielyes, (hall men arife, (peaking perverfe things to 
draw away di(ciples after them, as was the conduct 
of Aofe falfe apoftles at Corinth, he doth not give 
them the leaft hint that any of them would be die 
minifters of Satan. And when our Saviour foretold 
that falfe teachers, or prophets, would arife and de- 
ceive many by their doftrine, he did not give the 
kaft intimation of their being the agents of Satait, 
or that they would receive his tenets^ or aft by his 
authority. 

The Apoftle fakh to the Ephefians, chap. ii. 2. 
That in time^ paft ye walked according to the 
courfe of this world, according to the prince of the 
power of the air, the (pirit that now worketh in 
the children of difobcdience, among whom alfo 
we all had our converfation in times paft in the 
lufts of the flefh and of the mind. 

Wheover reads Romans i, ii, iii, will plainly ob- 
ferve the Apoftle hath given a particular and large 
reprefcntation of the principles and conduft of the 
Heathens, and in general from whence they arofej 

but 
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but it k ccftaio-iHe Jwh not attributed fi1thei*>to tk^ 
t^mp^HlPm of Satsfl, J^t te Ae cOHrie of .th» 

world, or the^eK^mpkp of tbofe thty lived omofii^ 
§nd frofp whom ihey l^rmi thorny by which thtf 
fyi^}^ tkt defwisi of the miiad, &c. 

And thip Appftte'^ reprffeismticM) of die prand'* , 
pl^s ftjTwJ conduf^; pf the R<«Q^n Ctetflaans bcftipe 
their co^verfion, as chap. vi. perfcftly cgrridpandl 
with ^'iab^v^ch^tf^n. Seedifo E^C iv, 17 — 
jia. Col ill 5-T^9, JVfoy we aat thfercsfiwre, witli 
great probability, ^t . te^ft, if not with m ftbfidatt 
certainty, conclude, that by the Prfecc of Ae pow)^ 

pf the air/ th$ fpirit: Aftt wgrkcd m tbc <:ljifclr€ii of ^ 

^ob^iJi^iiK^, the Ap^rfllc did fiot Hjeaij ar &Iieo 

engrf^ but their own corrupt ftnd i^jicl^d defiee^ 

^iMi principles ; befid^j it fbwld be remcmbffjrfd 

ith^th bei&n fhewed that tber« is not nay apcaufit 

in the OJd Teft^^nt, ^ ft 6JJen ftogeli wd thiaier 

fere tbftt neither ,PftUl nor thofc Chriftium could '^ 

foiow there wp5 ^h ft b<eing, jajjd that be tempted 

Ommto fulfil the df fires of the mind* 8c£. 

Another text I will ^e^ffijr to .the reader's confir 
d^ation is Ephef. vi. j i, Put on the whole tmiour 
pf God, ^t ye miiy be able to ftaod agftinft the 
rwiles of the Devil. 

Whoever believes that thefe Chriftians underr 
ftood the Appftle, by the word Devil, to mean a 
fallen angel, ^pd th^t they oi^ht to iUnd againft 
Jhis wile$, kft thf y fhould &il in afting agreeable 
to their Chf iftiRn profeflrion,«-^it will be natural to 
iaflc him from what unqueftionable records or proofs 
fhey received the knowledge of ^sich ? That they : . 
did not, nor could receive it from the Old Tef- 
Jt^me^t, hath been jmade evident in the preceding 
•pages. Alfo there i% not the Icaft trace in tiie 
Jlyangelifts tMt Jef^ revealed either to his difci- 

pk$ i and it i$ ft jt^ertain truth that diey could not 

know 
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know them from the light of nature, confequently 
■/■ - ihey could not underftand the Apoftle in the fenfc 

' generally embraced by men at this day. But if by 

the word Devil, the Apoftle meant an adverfary 
they were well acquainted with, it mud mean men 
only who were their adverfaries ; and this appears 
to me evident from the next verfe andverfe 16. 
Compare Matt. x. 18. Mark xiii. 9, 12, 13, which 
perfeftly accord with every expreflion of Jefus, in 
which he foretold to his difciples who would be 
their adverfaries. See i Theff. iii. 3, 4, 5. And 

< whoever reads Luke's Hiftory of the Afts, and 

^ ^ Paul's writings, will plainly difcern that it was fuch 

the Chriftians are exhorted to ftand againft their 
wiles. 

Befides, I may add, if they ftood againft, or re- 
fifted the wiles of an invifible Ipirit, which afFefted 

y their minds as a temptation, they muft not only 

evidently perceive its operation and influence on 
their mind, but alfo diftinguifh thofe wiles from 
other excitements of temptation, arifing either 
within themfelves or from the imprefllon of ex- 
ternal caufcs. But I am fully convinced that there 

^ ^ are no proofs or, fafts in Scripture to evince that 

they or any others did make fuch a diftinftion be- 
tween them J and yet if they did not, I leave it to 
the confideration of the impartial enquirer to explairi 
clearly the means by which they could really 
know. what were his wiles, and alfo when they 
ftood againft or refiflred them. It is upon their 
being able to make this diftinftion that they could 
difcern and form a true judgment of the propriety 
and applicablenefs of the Apoftle's exhortation to 
them. 

-The foregoing obfervations, I apprehend, may 
tend to explain our Lord's words to Paul, Ads? 
xxvi. 1 8, that he fent him to the Gentiles to turn 

G them 
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them from darkncfs to light, and from the power 
of Satan, unto God. See v. 20. I tfiould think 
It can hardly be doubted, that by the Gentiles be- 
irig in darknefs, aiid in the power of Satan^ are 
defigned to exprefs the fame things and not that 
the former was the effedt of the power of the lat- 
ter. After a like manner I prcfumc we are tci 
undcriland the wcM*ds turned to light, or unto Go^ 
are expreflive of the fame ftatc, u e. dicir coliver-r 
Hon to the golpel; Ephcf. iv. 20—24. Now^ 
what the ftate of darknefe is, or the fins intended, 
we learn from Rom. xiii* 1 2, i j, 14. The Apoltie, 
writiAg to the Gentile Coloffians, ufeth expreffions -^ 

perfe6Uy equivalent with thofe we are confidering, 
X. 1 3. W ho hath delivered vs from tihe power of 
darknefs^ and hath- tranflated us into the kingdom 
of hfe dear Son. What he intends by their fiav- 
ing. been in the power of darknefs, i. e. their ibr- 
jher fins, is plain from ill. i — Z^ and Ephef. iv, ^ 

17 — 19. V. 8, II, 12. 

/ Another text, fomewhaf fimilar with that in 
Ephefians ii. 2. already confidercd, is what the 
Apoitie faith, 2 Cor. iv. 4. In wh6m the God of 
this world haith blinded the minds of them that ^ 

bcUeve not, left the light of the glorious goipel of 
Chrift, who is the image of God, fhould fhine unto 
thcm.*^ By comparing thefc Hirords with chapter 

the 

* Sir Edward KRatcnbnIl in his Annotations, renders the 
^ords under confiddration ttius :-^'' If our go/pel t>e hiiAtU 
Kidantong tho/e that are loft ; among whoifi God hUiti bitodej 
the minds of the nnbelievers of thii dg«, left the )q(lit of^ Ihd 
I^QriQus gofpel of ChHft ibould ikine ifnto them (that is fo 
ihine) as that they ihould fee and underftand." See Rom« 
xi. 3t&c« 2 Thef. ii. io« xi, 12. 

If the A{>olE]e alluded to Ifaiah vL 8| 6c. it I^ ^laifi that 
Ibtii hearing and hot nnderftaindingi &o. ii rtpftfdnted 
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the ^a, and 'particulariy with verfes 13, 14, 15, it 
^jpears very plain ^eo-nic, Aat he fpake of the un- 
believing JfeWs rcllpefting their blindncfs of mipd, 
i. e. -they did iiot fee Ae true dcfign and end. of tjic 
law «s <:entering in Chfift, no more than the If* 
ra^lites-iaw the face of Moles when he covered it 
with-a veil. That by the God of this world, the 
jft.poftle did , intend Satan, and that he w^ the real 
caiifc ^rthe blindncfi of mind of fhe Jews, is plain 
to me 'from his own ^account of it in thcfe texts. 
Rom. Jx, 3^1,-32, 33. X. 1—4. xi. 7 — 32. I Con 

. i. ^^,'.^3. See aMo i Pet. ii. 7, 8, John ix. 39, 40, 

41. Matt. xiii. 13, 14, 15. And the Apoftle him- 
ftlf was a remarkable iriftan;:e of that blindnefs of 
mind, or his ignorance in unbelief, which he im- 
puted to the Jews. But, I judge, it will appear 
evident to eyery one who is convcrfant in his wri- 

> tings, that he hath not even orice attributed it to 

Satan as* the god of this world,, but to other caufes, 
asmanifeft fads, from whence it aroft. i Tim. i. 
13. .Neither hath Jeius, nor the Evangelifts, in 
any .one ' text, alcribed the blindnefs of mind of 
the Jews, to the God of this worid, i. e. to Satan ; 
but to very different ones that are plainly related in 
their writings, and therefore are eafily difccrned 
and admitted by every impartial reader. 

as from God, who feiit him to deliver that mefTage to them. 
For thoueh it is faidin John xii 39, 40, Therefore they 
(thlit.is .the Jews, to whom Jefiis addre/Ted himfelf)^ 
CQuM. not believe, becaufe that Efaias faid again, &c. Yrc 
I prefume it cannot reafonabJy be believed that the prophet 
of himfelf was able to effect what is mentioned. 

iThe tr^ic xeafon or caufe of their hearing and not under, 
ftaa^ng, &c. was their wicked principles and condu.^, as 
appears plaiiv from Ifaiah chap. i. Jer. v. 21. Ezek. xii. 2. 
And in.atike fenfe h Paul to be uaderflood. Ads xxviii. 
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. The Apoftle Peter, in his ift cpjiftlc, v. 8, 9, 10* 
faith. Be fobcr, be vigilant, becaufe your adverfary 
the Devil, as a roaring lion, walketh about feeking 
whom he may devour, whom refift ftedfaft in the 
faith, knowing that the fame affliftions are accom- 
pliftied in your brethren that are in the world. But 
the God of all grace, who hath called us to his 
eternal kingdom, by Jefus Chrift, after that ye 
have fufFered a while, (i. e. under thofe affliftions) 
make you perfeft, cftablifti, ftrengthen, ietde you. 

. This reprelentation of the Devil, or adverfary 
(they are exhorted to refift) in his eagernefs after, 
and devouring his prey, or whom he may, is ma- i 

nifeftly taken from the lion's ravenous fiercenefe 
after his prey ; and when he has feized it, his de- 
vouring it. And whoever reads the foUo^ving 
texts, befides many more, will plainly difcern it 
fully exemplified in the perfecutors of the difciples 
of Jefus; efpecially by the unbelieving Jews, in ^ 

their ravenous ipirit and condudl towards them. 
A(is viii. 13, 21. Gal. i. 13. Aftsxiii. 44, 45, 50. 
xvi. 5, 6> 7, 13. xxi. ay — 31. xxii. 21, 22, 23. 
^xiii. 12, &c. I Cor. xi. 24, 25. But the Apoftle's 
reprefentation does not equaUy, if at all, apply to >f 

the conduft of the Devil, who, by moft men, i$ 
fuppofed to attack men by his fecret or impercep- 
tible devices, or inftigations on their mind or heart. 
Even his tempting Jefus, as it is related, doth not 
accord with Peter's reprefentation. 

I think it is natural to fuppofe, that the afflic- 
tions which thefe Chriftians endured, and were ac- 
complifhed, alfo in their brethren that were in the 
world, from the fame kind of adverfary, arc the 
perfecutions the Apoftle mentions more at large, 
chap. iii. 12-^19. If this is admitted, as moll 
probable, tve cannot well fail in undcrftanding 

. him 
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him to mean the adverfery that perfecuted them* 
iPcrhaps to this will be objcfted his exhorting them 
to refift the adverfary as though he intended a per- 
fonal refiftance. But to this it may be replied, in 
his own words ; it was by being ftedfaft in the 
faith, i. e. by an inflexible adherence to their pro- 
felTion as Chriftians. There are two texts in 
ivhich the fame original word occurs, that may 
fcrve to illuftrate and confirm this to be his mean- 
ing. Our Saviour told his Apoftles, Luke xxi. 1 5, 
I will give you a mouth and wifdom> which all 
your adverfaries (hall not be able to rcfift. This 
> was exemplified in Stephen, Afts vi. 9. 10. The 

unbelieving Jews were not able Jo rejiji the wiC- 
dom and the Ipirit by which he fpake to them. 
In this cafe there was refitting on both fides i on 
his it was by the wifdom and the Ijpirit. 

To thofe Peter wrote to there was no difficulty 
in their knowing what were their own afHiftions 
and thofe of their brethren that were in the world, 
but there feems to me a very confiderable one at- 
tending their knowing what they were, if iinder- 
ftood, of the wiles or devices of an invifible fpirit 
^ on their hearts or minds. 

Should it be faid that the Devil . ftirred up or 
excited their enemies to perfccute them, and in that 
fenfc he exhorted them to refift him; I anfwer, 
that in the many texts in the Evangelifts in which 
Jefus declared to his apoftles and difciples what it 
was that would ftir up their enemies to perfecutc 
them, he has not even once attributed it to the 
Devil. Neither hath Luke, in his Hiftory of the 
Apoftles, in defcribing the perfecutions they met 
with, even in one text, attributed it to him. In- 
ftead of this, Jefus and that hiftorian have afcribed 
It to other and very different caufes that are therein 
plainly rclatcdj and very much bccaufe. they were 
i his 
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Ik difciplcs.; or^ as he ^id^ If tbcf per&cute mei 
lliey wiU alfo periccute you. 

There is one text in the i Epiftle to die Theflk^ 
lonians^ that> I judge, will iliiiflirate and confistil 
iht foregoing e^lication of dat. under coilfideia^- 
tion, chap. ii. i8. Wherefore .we would have come 
unto you (even I, Paul) once and again, but Sahm 
tindtred us. In lookii^ into Af£i:s xvii. it appears> 
tiiat after he had converted many of the Thefialo- 
mans to the faith of Chrift, or that they hadobejred 
the goipel he preached to them, the unbelieving 
Jews feeing his fuccels, ftirred up the bafer fort of 
the people, and raifedfo great a perfecution agdiilft 
him, and the new c(Hiverts> that the brethren 
jadgcd it cjqjedient to fend away Paul by night, 
Bi a fccret manner, who went to Berea, where, for 
fome time, he ipreached the gofpel, and converted 
many of them. Upon thofe Jews at Theflidonica, 
hearing of this, they came . there alfo, and afted 
after a like manner j upon virhich account the bre- 
^icen fcnt'Paul away to Athens, fome of whom ac- 
companied lum, bttt Timothy and Silas condnued 
behind. Inthis ftateof things the Apdftk' left his 
new converts at Theflalonica, at which his tnitri 
was fo uneatl^, : that when Timothycame to him at 
Athens, he lent him back to them, that he niight 
comfort and eftablifli them in ; their faidi . under 
their perfecudons J who, on his return to Corinth> 
Ads xviii. 5. brought him a mdt agreeable ac- 
count of their ftedfaftnefs in the faith* " On a view 
of this ftate of things, there feems to be great dkfi- 
culty . in judging who the Satan, or adverfary is, 
that hiiKiered him from returning to them, as he 
had mwjre than once wilhed to do, namely, the 
pcrfccuting Jews. 

Thar which adds fome force to this explication, 
is, whatic-Cays, chaprii.. 4, fj €•. For, yerily, 

when 
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Trfictt vr« were with you we fiold fou before^, dutt 
we ihould fufier tribuladoa> even as it came to. pa^ 
ofld ye koowj for this cau£b, when I. could no 
longer forbear^ I fent to know your faith, le£b» bf 
fome means> the tempter having tempted you, aidi 
our labour be in vain, &c. The tempter likely to 
tempt them, appears evident from the context, i. c. 
the perfccuting Jews> by whom they fufiered tri« 
bulaoop, as well as himfelf. 

The Apoftle James> in chap. iv. 7. faith, reM 
the Devil, and he will flee from you* In verfea 
5, 6, he teUs them. The fpirit, or temper that 
dwells in ibme of them, lufttth to envy« But to 
thoie who endeavoured to govern it, be affinrcs 
them for their encouragement^ that God gireth 
snore grace, but he refiftetb the proud and envious^ 
but giveth grace unto the humble. And then he 
very juftly exhorts them to fulMnit themfelvcs to 
God, u e. to his grace ; relift the Devil and he 
will flee from you. Draw nigh to God, and he will 
^aw nigh to you« If, by thtir relifting the Devil, 
the ApoMe means the fpirit of pride and envy ex- 
cited or ftirred up in them by him ; or that by his 
^* iecret influence he fl:rengthened it, than for the 
perfons to judge of the propriety and juftnefs of 
his exhortation, they muft have clear evidence by 
which they could know it was really produced or 
wrought in them by the Devil, unlefs the Apdlle 
and the perfons believed it never e^dfted in the 
minds of men, but "from that caufe alone ; which, 
I prefume, no one will attempt to prove, much 
lefs effcft it For if it i$ allowed, as furcly it wi?l, 
that the fpirit of pride may be, and is often pro* 
duced in the mind of man, from very different 
cauies, both internal as well as external. If this is 
allowed, then the perfon in whom it dwells, muft, 
u was obferved, hav^ a real inward perception, or 

evidence. 
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evidence, hy which he can and adhially did diftirt- 
guifh its arifing from the excitation or influence of 
the Devil, and not from other and very different 
caufes, otherwifc he would not have been able to 
know, with any real certainty, it arofe from him. 
For if he is incapable of making that diflin6tion, 
he certainly cannot know whether he refifts the 
Devil, or any internal or outward well known 
caufe, or caufes, from whence that Ipirit lulling in 
him, may be, or is produced ; and when not re- 
filled, ihews itfelf in envy to others. 

And, I perfuade myfelf, there is not now any ra« v 

tional man who believes that Satan does tempt 
men to be proud, or envious, that can make that 
diftinftion, or difcrimination between that which 
is excited in him by Satan^ and what arifes from 
his natural paffion not duly governed, and from 
whence he is drawn into fin. This pride and envy ^. 

the Apoftle Ipeaks of, feems, from the context, to 
be the adversary they were to refift, and concern- 
ing which they were competent judges ; but, I 
apprehend, they were not, as it refpefted an in- 
vifible fpirit. Indeed, did it appear that the facred 
writers have always, or very generally attributed » 

pride, or the ufual effcft of it, envy, to the fecret 
inftigation of the Devil, as a fallen angel, there 
would be fome reafon to believe that the Apoftle 
intended him in the text under confidcration ; but, 
I prefume, it will not be found thus reprefcnted in 
any of thofe writings^ 

Similar with the Apoftle's words, are thofe of 
Paul, Ephef. iv. 29, 27, Be ye angry and fm not; 
let not the fun go down upon your wrath, neither 
give place to the Devil. The above obfervation, 
I judge, will apply equally to thefe words, becaufe 
no one can really diftinguifti between anger and its 
cfFefts, as arifirig from any external caufe, afFcdling 

that 
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chat paflion, and what may be effeftcd in him by 
the influence of an invifible Ipirit. 

In chap. i. 14, 15, the ApoftJe hath given a very 
plain account of what arc the inward natural caufes 
in every man, of his being tempted, . i. e. when he 
is drawn away of his owji luft, and enticed. Then ^ 
when lufl: hath conceived, it bringeth forth fin. 
*rhis is fo entirely correlpondent to the natural and 
univerfal experience of every man, that I fliould 
judge it will be admitted is not only juftly founded, 
but fo far as men really know what pafles within 
themfelves, is the original, inward, and true caufe 
of their bemg tempted to fin. 

The Apoftle John, in his i Epiftle iii. 8. 10, 
laith. He that committeth fin is of the Devil, for 
the Devil finneth from the beginning. For this 
purpofe the Son of God was manifefted that he 
might deftroy the works of the Devil. In this the 
children of God are manifcfl:, and the children of 
the Devil. Whoever doth not righteoufiiefs is 
not of God, neither he that loveth not his bro- 
ther. Underftanding thefc words literally and 
without limitation, and comparing them with chap. 
v. 18, 19, fome may be ready to fuppofe he be- 
lieved and has aflerted, that every wicked adion 
men commit, originates from the influence or de- 
vices of the Devil in their heart, and that Jelus 
was fcnt to deftroy his power in them, or his work 
maiiifeft in their conduft. 

The Apoftle feitli of Cain, verfe 1 2, he was of 
that wicked one, or one of the children of the 
Devil ; as v. 10. who flew his brother, or did not 
love him, and wherefore flew he him, becaufc his 
own works were evil, and his brother's righteous. 
Thefe words may affift us in explaining thofe un- 
der confideration, and the laft cited text ; for he 
Jiimfclf has here afljgned the real and true caufc 
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^om whence Cain was excited to commit that 
wilcked aftion. And this pcifcaiy agrees with . 
what is related in Gen. iv. 4, &Cr where it is faid> 
The Lord had rc^ed unto Abel, and to his offer- 
ing ; but unto Cain and his offering he had not 
re^^eft, and Cain was very wrath> and his coun-. 
cenance fell. To whom die Lord iaid^ Why art 
thou wraths and why b thy countenance fallen ? If 
thou doft well fhadt diou not be accepted ; and if 
thou doft not well> fin iieth at the door. Under 
dus ftate of Cam's mind, and his fuffering his wradi 
to overcome his reafbn^ and his not being influ- 
enced by what the Lord (aid to him, it is manifeft ^ 
he was excited to kill his brother 1 or, in the words 
of the Apoftle James, juft cited. He was tempted 
being drawn away by his own luft, and enticed i 
and when kift had conceived, it brought forth iin» 
In the above chapter it is indi^utabk that there is 
fiot the leaft intimation of Cain's being tempted > 
to diat a£tion by the inftigation of the DeviU 
as a fallen angiel, as was noted* The Apoftle 
hath afligned die true cauie of his (laying his 
brother, which coincides with what is related in 
Genefis. Seeing then he (peaks of Cain as of that -^ 
wicked one, or one of the children of the Devil^ 
though it doth in the laft appear frofn Genefis, nor 
his own words, that he was excited to it by him^ 
but by his own wrath againft his brother. Whj 
Ihould it be believed he attributes his fin, or diat 
of all other men, to the wicked one, or dbc DeviL 
By either of thofe words one would therefore ra- 
ther be led to belive the Apoftle intends an adver^ 
&ry like as was that to Cain> i. e. mens unfubdued 
^flions, or defires-; and on that account he calls 
them the children of the Devil, or of the wicked 
one ; and from mens having been influenced there* 
by, the workl laid in wi<^edneis> corrcipondent 
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to which the Apoftle Ipcaks of the Gentile world, 
EphcC V. 6. Col. iii. 6. That they were the chil- 
drcd of difobedience. Or to the Theflalonians, 
they were children of the night, and of darknefs ; 
or, in our Lord's words to the unbelieving Jews, 
That they were the children of thofe men who in 
ages paft killed the prophets. Compare what hath 
been obfervcd with Rom. vi. in which chapter the 
Apoftle attributes the wickednefs of the Heathen 
world to a like adveriarv that led Cain to flay his 
brother, i. c. they yielded their members or paf- 
fions as inftruments of uhrighteoufiiefs unto fin ; 

^ or by obeying the lufts of their mortal body, fin 

reigned in and over them. To reform men from 
their fin^ which arofc from thofe caufes, as their 
adverfary was one of the primary ends and pur- 
pofes for which the Son of God was manifefted 

^ that he might deftroy thofe works ; or, in the 

words of the Apoftle John, the works of the 
Devil 

That which will much illuftrate what I have 
obfcrved, are the exhortations of the Apoftle Paul 
to thofe in whom Chrift, by his minifters, had 

^ deftroycd their wicked works. And the whole of 

it is comprehended in the laft cited chapter. To 
whom he faith. Let not fiq reign in your nu>rtal 
body, that ye ftiould obey it in the lufts thereof^ 
&c. and add, Ephef. v. 25, 26, ^7. iv. 17 — 29. 
V. J, &c. Col. iii, 5 — 10. 

In further fupport and illuftration of the fore- 
going fcripture proofs and obfervations, Ihewing 
It is at lean: highly probable, if not abfolutely cer- 
tain, that the pafiagcs I have quoted, are not to be 
undcrftood, in the common acceptation, of the real 
exiftence of a fallen angel, and that he tempts men 
to fin, I will oiSer what the Apoftle laith. Gal. iv. 
I J. Rom, vii. ai, 22, 23, compared with vi. 
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II — 20. In chap. vii. he clearly defcribcs the 
Jews as finners under the law, wherein it is ex- 
ceeding evident to me, he reprefents the inward 
man as confifting of two parts ; one is, his reafon 
and .confcience 5 the other, his feveral paffions and 
appetites. The former are appointed by the Au- 
.•'^or of his being, to rule or govern die latter ; 
and when they arc not under its direftion and con- 
trol, they move and excite him to finful aftions, in 
oppofition to his reafon and confciencc. And he 
as plainly defcribes the inward ftruggle, or conflift 
between them ; one as the kw of his mind, and the 
other the law of his members ; and that when the 
latter prevails over the former, he is brought into 
captivity to fin ; or, in his own words, I find then 
a law, that when I would do good, evil is preient 
with me ; or, I fee a law in my members warring 
againft the law of my mind, and bringing me into 
captivity to the law of fin, which is in my mem- 
bers J or, as he expreffes it in other words in the 
Galatians, The flefli lufteth, againft the fpirit, and 
the fpirit againft the flefh ; and thefc are contrary 
the one to the other, fo that ye do not the thmgs 
that ye would: The lufts of the flefh are parti- 
cularly mentioned, Rom, i, i g, &c. Gal. v. 1 9, 
20, ai. 

I cannot avoid particularly obferving, that in the 
fore-cited chapters the Apoflle hath not even hinted 
that the members of the man who is captivated by 
fin, is excited or ftirred up, or brought into that 
ftate by Satan, but entirely by his own ungoverned 
lufts, or inordinate defires warring againft the law 
of his mind. And yet, I fhould think, it will be 
allowed to be natural to expeft he would have 
mentioned this with the other caufes of it, elpe- 
cially confidering what he has particularly faid upon 
that fubjcft, had he been of the fame opinion with 
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tnoft men at this day, who attribute almoft, if not 
all the fins which men commit, to the devices of 
Satan. 

I fliall here fubjoin Mr. Farmer's explication of 
fome texts where the words Devil and Satan occur, 
and I will here produce feveral paflages from the 
New Teftament : — Have not I (faith Chrift) cho* 
fen you twelve, and one of you is a Devil ?— He 
here refers tp the traitor, who was not the chief 
of fdHtn angels, but one who a6led the part of an 
enemy in betraymg his mafter. Neither give 
place to the Devil ; that i|s, give no occafion to the 

V railcr or flanderer to reproach your religion ; which 

is the fenie given of this paffage by Erafmus and 
others. A Bifhop muft not be a novice, or a new 
convert, left, being lifted up with pride, he falls 
into the condemnation of the Devil, or calumnia- 
tor. Moreover he muft have a good report of 

■ them that are without, left he fhould fall into re- 

proach, and the fnare of the Devil, or the adver- 
lary and the flanderer. It is hard to lay what pe- 
culiar advantage the Devil might derive from a 
Bilhop's want of a good report of them that are 

/. without J but it is eafy to fee that, this would ex- 

pofe him to the cenfure and to the ftratagems of 
the enemies of religion, who might try to fliamc 
him out of thofe principles, which ferved only to 
""reproach and condemn him. The term Devil, is 
ufed in thje plural number, in the New Teftament, 
juft as Satan is in the Old 5 when it cannot refer 
to fallen angels. St. Paul, in two of his epiftles, 
• forbids wom^n to be Devils, rendered flanderers, 
and falfe accuiers. 1 Tim. iii. 11. Titus ii. 3. In 
this fcnfe it is ufed of men, 2 Tim, iii. 3, and ren- 
dered falfe accufers. 

In the 1 EpiflJe to the Corindiians, chap. v. 5, 
vc thefe words relpefting the inceftuous member 
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6f that congregation : — To deliver foch an on© 
unto Satan for the deftruftion of the flclh, that the 
i|)irit may be faved in the day of the Lord Jcfus, 

To an attentive and unbiaflcd man who reads 
ihefe words and the context, I believe he will find 
it extremely difficult to form a juft conception in 
what fenfe the perfbn was to be delivered unto, or 
put in the power of Satan, if underftood to be an 
mvifiblc fpirit, elpecially to anfwer the end there 
mentionea ; for it cannot confiftent with ireafbn be 
foppofed, much lefs believed, that a malevolent 
fpirit, being the avowed enemy of nlan, as is gc- 
fierally believed he is, would exert his power ovef 
him, to efFeft that lalutary end ; but on the con- 
trary, try his utmoft to continue his impenitence 
perpetual, that he might not be faved. If we may 
be permitted to fuppofe, that by his being delivered 
unto Satan, means not only his being fcparated from 
the congregation, equally as he was berore his con- 
verfioq \ but alfo excluded from the benefits he en- 
joyed as a member of Chrift's body ; and that this 
would have a very probable tendency to bring him 
to a true fenfe of his crime, that he might be fevcd. 
It will, I prefume, be the moft natural and rational ) 

explication of the Apoftle's general meaning, and 
which feems to be confirmtd fi-om the effeft it 
produced, as mentioned by him, 2 Ephef, ii, ^, 
&c. vii. 12. 

Somewhat fimilar to the inceftuous Corinthian 
being delivered unto Satan, &c. is what the Apoftle 
mentions, i Tim. iii. ao, of his conduft towards 
Hymencus and Alexander, whom he had delivered 
unto Satan, that diey might learn not to bUlphemc. 
But cart any rational man really believe, that if 
they had been delivered into the power of a malig- 
nant fpirit, the fuppoff d enemy of man, that he 
would have exerted it to reform them from their 
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\\^ickcd conduft, that they might not in future 
hlalphemc, but aft confiftcnt with their Chriftian 
charJfter ?— -I prefume he cannot believe this of 
him, but, on the contrary, that he would have 
exerted his influence over them to continue it. 
Whatever therefore the Apoftle meant by the 
word Satan, he cannot in reafon be underftood to 
intend a malignant apoftate angelic ipirit. 

Should any one fuppofe that by delivering either 
of the perfons unto Satan, the Apoftle intends hi* 
inflidting on them fbme bodily or mental diforder^ 
by which means the former might be faved in the 

\ day of the Lord Jefiis, and the latter perfons leara 

thereby not to blalphemc ; it may be juftly replied, 
that fuch a fuppofition hath not the leaft counte- 
nance or fupport from any thing of the kind in all 
the Bible, and therefore is inadmifTible in explain- 
ing the genuine meaning of the Apoftle. Should 

N , it be urged that the bodily and mental difordera 

which the Demoniacs were afflifted with,^ related 
.in the Evangelifts, were inflifted by the Devil, as 
a fallen angel, it may be juftly replied, that they 
are not attributed to fuch a being, but to a demon 
i pr demons, i. e. the foul orfpirit of man departed. 

For in every inftance which in our tranflation the 
word Devil or Devils, is rendered Diamonioa 
and not Diabolos. 

In reference to this very cafe of the offender, 
the Apoftle faith to his brethren, chap. ii. lo, ii, 
that he forgave him upon his repentance in the 
perfon, or by the authority of Chrift, and that 
the brethren ought to do the like, for which he 
afligns this reafon,' viz. Left Satan get an advan- 
tage of us, for we are not ignorant of his devices. 
If the Apoftle and his brethren were not ignorant, 
but really knew what they were ; or as the origi- 
nal word is rendered the mind, as chap. iii. 24*1 
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ir. 4. %i. 3. of Satan ; it is certain thpy were 
better qualified to prevent his getting an advan- 
tage of them, than all other men who have not 
that kno^Vledge of his devices j but if they reali/ 
had that knowledge of them, it is natural to alk 
from whence or by what means they obtained it, 
for it is certain that they could not, from any part 
of the Old Teftament writings, know ;iot that 
there is iuch a being as a fallen angel, as I have 
made appear. 

By Satan, or the enemy, I think it probable the 
Apoftle means the enemies of the Chriftian reli- 
gion, who might take advantage by refuting to J^ 
receive the penitent offender again into thdir fel- 
lowfhip, by reprefenting them as rigoroufly in- 
flexible in their conduft towards them. 

Should it be objefted that the Apoftle uleth the 
word Satan in the Angular, and therefore that my 
explication of many enemies doth not accord there- ^ 

with ; I anfwer, fo he does of the word Satan and 
Tempter, in i ThefT. ii. 18. iii. 5. But I have 
Ihewed it to be at leaft very probable that he 
jneans the Jews who were his and their enemies. 

Since the publication of this Tra6t, it hath been . ^ 

objefted that the opinion therein maintained is in- 
jurious to praftical religion, by inducing men to 
believe that they have no other enemy to encounter 
with, but what arifes from themfelves and the fhares 
of the world ; — I know of no better ^nfwer to it, 
than the Apoftle James hath given, in the words 
already cited. That every man is tempted when 
he is drawn away of his own luft and enticed, &c. 
See Matt. xiii. 21, 22, 23. Mark iv. 17, i8, 19. 
And this is unqueftionably confirmed from the ex- 
perience of every finner, at this time, and in all 
paft ages, and alfo from the teftimony of all hiftory, 
both facrcd and prophane. 
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CONCLUSION. 



1F;the explanation of the paflages quoted in die 
preceding pages, are juftly founded and ad- 
mitted, it will have an immediate and happy ten- 
dency to relieve the minds of tHofe who believe, 
that at certain times they are conflifting with the 
fecret and evil fuggeftions of Satan, and the influ- 
ence they judge they have upon their heart, as what 
bccafions much dilquietude and perplexity, and in- 
terrupts their peace j and in fonie perfons this is 
Very confideraBle. 

To thbfe who niay lee jufC rcafon to be of the 
fame opinion with the writer, will plainly fee, that 
rnuch of the fubjcft of fermonizing is not founded 
in fcripture, but arifes from miftaking, or not clearly 
underftanding the genuine meaning of thofe writers 
on the fubjeft here difcufled. To Ihew men in the 
deareft manner by whaf means, or from what real 
and apparent caufcs they are liable to, or arc 
- tempted f o fin, which they thcmfelves are capable 
of perceiving with certainty, from what pafles 
within them, dr their own inward feeling or expe- 
tience ; or that every man is tempted when he is 
drawn away of his own luft: and enticed -, and that 
luft when it hath conceived, bringeth forth fin, w ill 
ISertainly havfc a plain irid direct tendency to warn 
them againft it ; and if thereby they are drawn into 
fin, by what means they may deliver themfelves out 
of it, i. e. by over- ruling or fubduirig their lufts, ot 
evil defires for the future. But to exhort men to 
tefift a tempter, whole fuggeftions or devices ort 
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their hearts, they are not abk to diftinguilh from 
their own evil lufts or defires, muft, I prelume, ap- 
ptzr to every rational man, but of little practical 
tjfc ; whereas that which was juft mentioned they 
perfeftly wclj k^ow, becaiife it is grounded upon 
almoft every day's experience in themfclvcs and in 
others,. ■ • A' \ 

Ih the foregoing pages I hayd offered- tfF'tlie 
teader^s confideration every material, p^flage in dxe 
New Teftament, wherQ ip general or partiqularis 
related the deviceis or temptations of the Devil, &;c. 
Iwith my obfervations and explications of them. As 
i am convinced, they run counter to the veiy gen?- / 

ral and long eftabliihed opinion which men of! every 
denomination have of Satan, &c. and of his.tpmpt' 
ing men to fin, I muft beg a truce wi^ fuch pcr- 
fpns, rcquefting that with as.litde bias and preju- 
dice as they are capable ofi they will, examine the 
ieveral texts I have offered, and the contexts^ and 
weigh the evidence on t^hich they have, been ex- 
plained, as what appears to me to be their genuine 
import } and I would hope that the fcnfible and difr 
cerning part of my readers will not fuffer them^ ^ 

felves to be influenced and governed in their judgt- ) 

mcnt by the antiquity of their opinion, or, becanfc 
it has been fanftioned by mapy men of diftinguifhcd 
learning and abilities, who, in their annotations on 
tiipfe paflages, have given a very, different fcnfc qf 
them than I have offered.* - 

* *Thc veneration that men haye for iftixitlngt.'of grcAt 
name and eminent piety, incline them to admit all their 
opinions at once, withoot examination ; on the other hand 
they reje£l» without hefitation, thedeftrine« propoied^ta 
them by thofe who are cenfured as impi«iat aitd^proplmncLl 
Fearing to partake of oth«r meAS^ai}(» they djrekd convicr 
tionas a crime* t^iya^HBR* 

There 
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fhtrt IS one bpinibh relpe^hg Satalh, or the 
'DeVil, that in this ^lightened age is very much/if 
hot entirely rclinquiflied, whjich, for many ages 
paft was univerfally, or at leaft very generally be- 
lieved to be founded upon the teffimbny of fcrip- 
'ture; arid that is his bewitchir^ men, by having 
JpoflcflTion in them, or, at leaft, by his fecret influ- 
ence on their mind. And were men as calmly and 
^ith a like unprejudiced mind, to attend to the 
texts already cited, and the ejqjlication given of 
them, it is probable they will fee juft reafon to 
alter thetr opinion of his tempting men to fin ; as 

k what appears to me is ajike unfounded in diofe 

* writings. At leaft, in reading tliefe pages, it is 

.poISble they may difcern clearer ind ftronger proofs 

on the oppbfite fides of die queftion, than they ap-: 

prehend could be offered in favor of it. 

Should the foregoing explication of the paflages 
'^hich reprefent Satan as a tempter of men to fin, 
appear to be the true meaning of them, I prefume 
it will tend to remove an objeftion which forne 
perfons may make againft Revelation, or thbife 
parts of it. For, I Iliould jiidge, it will be allowed, 

/ at le^ft, by iriariy perfojis, that exclufive of.fuch a 

tempter, or that men derive any moral corruptSoh 
from the fin of their firft parents, they are of them- 
felves too much inclined or prone to tranfgrefs the 
law of their nature and the precepts of Revelation. 
For to fuppofe that they are under the power or 
influence of tbofe two additonal excitements to it, 
muft lay fuch a ftrdsg bias i^>on their rational 
powelrs, ^r tfee law of the mind, in their choofing 
or w'ilfing what is right and their duty to perform, 
as cannot but place them in a .ftate exceedingly dif- 
advantageous to their ijnoral and religious improve- 
ment, cipeeially'thofe of tiiem who have itotthfe 
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antage of knowing the precepts and motive^ 
contained in Revelation ; and which, if admitted, 
may be found not reconcileable with the goodnefi 
of God, their Creator,* 

That man is liable to be tempted to fin by his 
pwn paffions, or inordinate dcfires, when they ace 
not properly governed, excluTive of any moral taint 
or corruption, he is by many fupppfed to dirive 
from the fin of his firfl: parents, is undeniable from 
their firft tranJ^reflion ; who, it is certain, were nqt 
from thence in the Icaft excited or influenced to 
tranfgrefs againft the pofitivc law of God give;i 
them. 

If the explication I have given of tiitf texts cited 
in the preceding pages, be juftly founded, it is pof- 
fibie the following objeflion may be made to it, 
which is, How, or by what means arc we to ac- 
count for what Jefus, the Evangelift, and the 
Apoftlcs have faid of Satan ot the Devil, as a being 
then exifting, if there really be qo fuch beine ? 
For, it will be urged, that what they have laid of 
his afts, implies it ;• and alio their exhortations to 
refift his devices and temptations. — To which I 
anfwer, if there be any force in the objeftion, it 
etjuaMy applies to what they have faid of JDemons, 
which, in a like manner fuppofes not only their ex- 
iftence, but alio their having power to poflefs the 
bodies of men, and produce diforders in them, 
fuch as are related in the New Teftamentj and 

■ ■ ICubmit it to the deliberate judgment of the btellf- 

fent andenlightsned reader, whether the belief of Satan's 
eing the principal if not the folc caufe of mens finning, 
and confequeniiy of ihe eiFefls refulting from it are not t»^ 
coincident with and patronizes the Manichian opinion of an 
evil principle to be admitted by thofe who profefs the Chrif- 
tiao religion, which plainly teaches them that God alone 
rules and governs over all his mortal creatures. 
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yet, notwithflanding this, I prefume It is a t 
not to be difproved or juflJy controverted, that 
neither the Evangelifts, nor' the Apoftles had, or 
could have received any real knowledge of cither 
of thole things ; and for thefc ynanfwcrable rea- 
fons, viz. Becaufe there is not any revelation made 
of them in the Old Teftament ; and it is impoGiblc 
by die light of their natural reafon, or iinderftand- 
ing, they could derive any knowledge of them, 
any more than it reipcfts Satan, and for the fame 
reafons. 

JVnd there is not the leaft account in tlie New 
Teftament thM Jefus revealed thofc things to phc 
Apoftles or Evangelifts. 

To me it appears, that the only obvious melhofl 
of anfwering the objeftion, or accounting for what 
thofe perfons have mentioned of demons is, by ad- 
mitting the diforders or infirmities of mens bodies 
t,o be natural indifpofitions, and not che-cffed:sof a 
poflefllng demon, or an /ja/siZH departed'jpiril. Sp 
iikewife what they have fdd of iatan and Iiis aits* 
may, on a liTce ground, be confidered as the lufU 
or evil defires of men, excited in tliem from various 
caufes, by which, as the Apoftle James faith, cycry 
man is tempted when he is drawn ^w^y of his owji 
■ luft, and enticed ; ai)d when lull hath conceived^ 
\t bringeth forth fin. 

, I readily o>vn, thaf were there any clear revela- 
tion, in the Old Teftament, of a fallen ingel, and 
(hat he tempted men to fin, it ^ould certainly be 
very natural to underfland the feveral texts I have 
fited, in the common acceptation of them j but, as 
I have juft obfcrved, there is not in thofe writings 
any mention of eidier of thofe particulars. 

If the foregoing proofs, from Sc^iptur^, and the 
obfervations fo'.inded thereon, are admitted, as cn- 
fiiiiy invalii.'a|'ng the common op'nio.i c :nccining 
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the Devil, of Sata:n, and his tempttng •ftitti to fin> 
it eventually and decidedly proves that the Heathen 
-oracles and the Priefts and rriefteflis being in§)ired 
"by fuch a bemg, is enth-ely grouridlefs, there beihg 

, not the leaft proof of their reality ; but they Ivholty 

originated from, and were fuppor ted by the cunning 
and artful. Whether the learned or unlearned, or 
both, who were concerned therein, and who, 'diere* 
fore, whether from fmifter or political ends, "or 
l)oth, impofcd on the weakncls and credulity of die 

^ people. 

And thefe obfervatioite, and the conchifibn juft . 

mentioned, are equally true, as it relpeds 'dem6ns, ) 

i. e. the fouls of men departed, whether of hcrots 
or others. 

POSTSCRIPT. 

f 

If die foregoing proofs, from Scripture, and the ; ^ 

reafoning deduced from thefn, th^t there is not any 
real evidence of there being any fallen angel, or 
angels ; and that they tcfnpt 'men to fin, is jufUy 
founded, it will eventually and decidedly prove, 
that no nian in aniy paft age of the world, hath ) 

[ been poflfefled by one of them ; and, confequendy, 

I that any bodily or mental diforders, or both, that 

have, by Dr. Worthington and others, beeti afcrifeed 
to their power in, or over men, is whoHy void of 
any evident or real proof from Scripture; and 
conlequently, that the' teftimony of the Fathers in 
the primitive ages, or by any other "writers in inotc 
modern ones, have not any real foundation in truth, 
notwithftanding the very circumftantial relations 
^ they gave of them, and confequendy, that the 

many accounts which thofe writers give of the 
manner or the means by which they have aflerted 

that fudi a ipivit^ or ipltits'wcre txpclled or caft 

out 
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out of the bodies of men, cannot be admitted, but 
muft be attributed to the miftaken opinion they 
had concerning fuch a being, and his power over 
men ; and therefore, that in diofe relations there is 
not dny real evidence or proof for die truth of the 
Chriftian religion; however they , were then and 
have fince been urged, to that purpofc even in this 

age. 

In aflcrting and maintaining what I have juft 

mentioned, as what appears to me is built upon 

unqueftionable evidence, I know I differ very 

1 much from men of high repute for their great 

f learning and abilities, who h^ve been^ and ftill are 

advocates for thp confraiy opinion. 

Whatever credit is juftly due to the writings of 
the Fathers as it relpefts dicir account of real 
tranladions which then took place, and of which 
l they were coijipetent to judge, and in recording 

^ which, thdr minds were not influenced by any 

ftrbng religious prejudices of education, may be 
admitted; yet^ in the cafes we have mentioned, 
there is, in my opinipn> juft grpund to difbclicve I 

<them, as what neidier Scripture nor any real f^its ' 

evince the truth of To urge, that fomc of the 
Fathers, and other writers fince, were men of great 
abilities and learning, as well as of integrity, which 
I do not deny, and therefore that they werie com- 

; petent to judge in fuch cafes as we are mentioning, 

is not, in my (pinion, a fufficient fccurity againft 

I their being miftaken concerning them, as not vifi- 

ble to their notice and inlpeftion, and in which 
they were liable to be mifgui^f Ain their judgment , 
by the ftrength.of rooted prejpdices, npt only from 
education, but by the concurring fentiments of 
many others their cotemporaries. 

FINIS, 
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BY THE AUTHOR, 

NEW and DECISIVE PR0OFS, 

, *.R01if 

SCRIPTURE and REASON, .. 

. < . . ... 

THAX 

ADULTS ONLY ARp INCLUDED 

. ■ • 

IN THE 

i)ESIGN of the NEW COVENANTS 

OR THE 

, GOSPEl^ DISPENSATION, 



■■■<.; 

AND WERE 






iWEMBERS OF THE CHURCrf OF CHRIST^ 
IN THE APOSTOLIC AOE. 

OFFERED AS A REPLY 

kr, WILLI AMS'i ATTEMPT, 

IN A LATE TREATISE, 

; TO PROVE THAT 

W iSAPTISM INFANTS WERE INITIATEU 

INTO tils 

CHURCH of CHRIST, 

A N D • ■ 

MEMBERS OP JT AT THAT TIME. 
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itOLD BY jOrtNSOK,' is BT. PAUL'S CHURCH-yARD| 
• iONOON; AHD ALU OTH£R BOOKSBLI.fiR$f 






y^-eif^i' 



I^M.'i 



* . 



, .\;, 



^^ 



1 



n 



» ' » 



'f 



1 



1 



1 





